STATE  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA  IN  THE  GENERAL  COURT  OF  JUSTICE 

SUPERIOR  COURT  DIVISION 

COUNTY  OF  WAKE  FILE  NO.:  19-CVS-0025 
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In  response  to  this  Court's  invitation  for  briefing.  Dr.  Mark  E.  Harris 
("Dr.  Harris")  submits  this  Memorandum  of  Law  in  Support  of  his  Petition  for  a 
Writ  of  Mandamus.  Dr.  Harris  asks  this  Court  to  command  the  Executive  Director 
of  the  North  Carolina  Bipartisan  State  Board  of  Elections  and  Ethics  Enforcement 
(the  "Bipartisan  Board")  to  issue  a  Certificate  of  Election  immediately.  In  the 
alternative.  Dr.  Harris  asks  this  Court  to  command  the  North  Carolina  State  Board 
of  Elections  (the  "State  Board")  to  issue  a  Certificate  of  Election  as  soon  as  it  is  able. 
In  addition.  Dr.  Harris  asks  this  Court  to  command  the  staff  of  the  Bipartisan 
Board  to  release  any  investigation  materials  or  report  into  election  irregularities  in 
North  Carolina's  Ninth  Congressional  District  (the  "Ninth  District"),  so  as  to 
remove  the  cloud  that  the  Board  has  placed  over  Dr.  Harris'  election. 

INTRODUCTION 

On  December  28,  2018,  the  Bipartisan  Board  dissolved.  The  General 
Assembly  has  created  no  immediately  active  successor.  The  Bipartisan  Board's 
dissolution  leaves  the  State  without  any  body  to  oversee  its  election  laws. 
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The  gap  created  by  the  Bipartisan  Board's  dissolution  has  thrown 
the  2018  general  election  cycle — a  cycle  that  should  have  ended  no  later  than 
December  28,  2018 — into  chaos.  Before  it  dissolved,  the  Bipartisan  Board  had  not 
resolved  all  of  the  2018  contests  within  its  purview.  As  relevant  here,  it  did  not 
issue  a  Certificate  of  Election  to  the  winning  candidate  for  U.S.  House  of 
Representatives  in  the  Ninth  District.  It  therefore  failed  to  carry  out  one  of  its  most 
significant  functions  under  North  Carolina  law.  See  generally  N.C.  Gen. 
Stat.  §  163-1  et  seq. 

The  Bipartisan  Board's  failure  to  certify  timely  the  results  of  the  Ninth 
District  race — combined  with  the  lack  of  an  immediately  active  successor  agency — 
can  be  corrected  only  by  this  Court.  With  no  duly  constituted  body  administering 
the  State's  election  laws,  there  is  no  body  capable  of  certifying  the  Ninth  District 
race. 

By  leaving  the  Ninth  District  race  undecided,  the  Bipartisan  Board  has 
struck  a  blow  to  representative  democracy.  It  effectively  has  disfranchised  the  more 
than  778,000  people  living  in  the  Ninth  District  by  bureaucratic  fiat,  denying  them 
representation  in  the  116th  Congress. 

STATEMENT  OF  GROUNDS  FOR  JURISDICTION 

Dr.  Harris  seeks  a  Writ  of  Mandamus.  "[T]he  courts  of  this  State  have 
the  power,  pursuant  to  Article  IV,  Section  1  of  the  North  Carolina  Constitution,  to 
issue  in  personam  orders  requiring  public  officials  to  act  in  compliance  with  their 
ministerial  or  non- discretionary  public  duties."  Orange  Cty.  v.  N.C.  Dept,  of 
Transp.,  46  N.C.  App.  350,  386,  265  S.E.2d  890,  913  (1980).  Here,  Dr.  Harris  seeks 
such  an  Order  commanding  the  State  Board  to  perform  its  ministerial  duties  under 
Chapter  163  of  the  General  Statutes. 
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FACTUAL  BACKGROUND  AND  PROCEDURAL  HISTORY 

I.  North  Carolina's  election  agency  has  undergone 
significant  changes  in  the  past  two  years  due  to  disputes  between  the 
Governor  and  the  General  Assembly. 

Since  2016,  North  Carolina's  election  laws  have  received  significant 
legislative  and  judicial  attention.  For  many  years,  the  State  Board  oversaw  the 
election  laws,  which  were  codified  in  Chapter  163  of  the  General  Statutes.  The 
State  Board  had  five  members,  three  of  whom  were  drawn  from  the  Governor's 
party,  and  two  of  whom  were  drawn  from  the  opposing  party.  See  N.C.  Gen. 
Stat.  §  163-19  (2015). 

In  2017,  over  the  Governor's  veto,  the  General  Assembly  enacted 
Session  Law  2017-6,  which  re-codified  Chapter  163  of  the  General  Statutes  into 
Chapter  163A.  As  relevant  here,  its  primary  feature  was  the  abolition  of  the  State 
Board.  In  its  place,  the  General  Assembly  created  an  eight-member  Bipartisan 
Board.  See  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163A-2  (2017).  In  effect,  §  163A-2  (2017)  obligated  the 
Governor  to  appoint  four  Democrats  and  four  Republicans  to  the  Bipartisan  Board, 
irrespective  of  the  Governor's  policy  preferences.  Session  Law  2017-6  thus  stripped 
the  Governor  of  his  power  to  control  and  oversee  the  State's  election  laws. 

In  January  2018,  the  Supreme  Court  of  North  Carolina  held  that  N.C. 
Gen.  Stat.  §  163A-2  (2017)  was  unconstitutional.  See  generally  Cooper  v. 
Berger,  370  N.C.  392,  809  S.E.2d  98  (2018)  (^'Cooper  T').  In  pertinent  part,  the  Court 
concluded  that  the  statute's  primary  feature — depriving  the  Governor  of  a 
politically  aligned  majority  on  the  Bipartisan  Board — left  him  with  insufficient 
control  over  the  Board  and,  thus,  prevented  him  from  "tak[ing]  care  that  the  laws  be 
faithfully  executed."  370  N.C.  at  417-18,  809  S.E.2d  at  113-14. 

In  Eebruary  2018,  following  Cooper  I,  the  General  Assembly  attempted 
to  resolve  the  law's  constitutional  infirmities.  To  that  end,  in  March  2018,  again 
over  the  Governor's  veto.  Session  Law  2018-2  became  law.  As  relevant  here. 
Part  VIII  of  Session  Law  2018-2  altered  the  structure  of  the  Bipartisan  Board. 
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More  particularly,  it  left  the  Board  with  eight  memhers  and  preserved  the  format 
for  their  selection,  hut  it  added  a  ninth  member,  an  independent,  who  was  to  he 
selected  hy  the  Bipartisan  Board's  eight  other  memhers.  See  N.C.  Gen. 
Stat.  §  163A-2  (2018). 

In  October  2018,  a  three-judge  panel  declared  the  structure  of  the 
nine-member  Bipartisan  Board  unconstitutional.  See  generally  Cooper  v.  Berger, 
Wake  Cty.  No.  18-CVS-3348  (N.C.  Super.  Ct.  Oct.  16,  2018)  (^'Cooper  IT') 
(Exhibit  A).  Following  the  reasoning  of  Cooper  I,  the  Cooper  II  court  concluded 
that  the  General  Assembly's  addition  of  an  independent  ninth  member  did  not  solve 
the  Bipartisan  Board's  principal  constitutional  infirmity,  that  it  deprived  the 
Governor  of  his  right  to  "appoint  a  majority  "  of  the  Bipartisan  Board.  Id.  1  41.  The 
Cooper  II  court  then  enjoined  the  enforcement  of  all  of  Chapter  163A.  But  it  stayed 
its  injunction  as  to  the  nine-member  Bipartisan  Board  until  the  Board  could  certify 
the  results  of  the  2018  general  election.  Id.  H  83(e),  84.  The  practical  effect  of  the 
Cooper  II  court's  decision,  as  later  recognized  by  the  Governor  {see  Exhibit  B),  was 
to  permit  the  nine-member  Bipartisan  Board  to  oversee  Chapter  163,  not 
Chapter  163A,  of  the  General  Statutes.^ 

II.  Dr.  Harris  won  the  Ninth  District  race,  but  the  Bipartisan 
Board  refused  to  certify  his  election  before  the  Bipartisan  Board  was 
dissolved. 

On  November  6,  2018,  against  this  perplexing  backdrop,  the  State  held 
its  general  election.  This  included  contests  for  the  each  of  North  Carolina's  13  seats 
in  the  U.S.  House  of  Representatives.  See  2  U.S.C.  §  7.  Dr.  Harris  was  the 
Republican  candidate  for  North  Carolina's  Ninth  District. 


1  As  a  result,  all  statutory  cites  in  this  Memorandum  in  Support  refer  to  Chapter  163  of  the  General 
Statutes,  not  Chapter  163A.  As  to  the  State  Board's  election  procedures,  the  distinction  between 
Chapters  163  and  163A  largely  is  one  without  a  difference.  While  Chapters  163  and  163A  differ  in 
their  numbering,  they  mostly  are  identical  in  substance.  For  the  Court's  convenience,  a  conversion 
table  is  attached  to  this  Memorandum  in  Support  as  Exhibit  C. 
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Dr.  Harris  won  his  race.  At  the  end  of  the  night,  Dr.  Harris  led  his 
closest  opponent,  Democratic  nominee  Dan  McCready  ("Mr.  McCready"),  hy 
nearly  2,000  votes.  Mr.  McCready  accepted  defeat.  On  November  7,  2018,  he 
conceded  the  Ninth  District  race  to  Dr.  Harris.  Neither  Mr.  McCready,  nor  any 
other  voter  in  the  Ninth  District,  filed  a  protest  as  to  the  contest  between  Dr.  Harris 
and  Mr.  McCready. 

On  November  16,  2018,  the  county  boards  of  elections  in  each  of  the 
eight  counties  that  form  the  Ninth  District  -  Anson,  Bladen,  Cumberland, 
Mecklenburg,  Richmond,  Robeson,  Scotland,  and  Union  --  met  to  canvass  the  votes. 
See  generally  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163-182. 5(b).  The  county-level  canvass  is  the  official 
act  of  counting  the  votes  in  a  given  county.  The  results  of  the  county-level  canvass 
are  reflected  in  an  "abstract,"  §  163- 182.6(a),  which  is  the  official,  certified  vote 
tally.  Based  on  the  counties'  canvasses.  Dr.  Harris  had  defeated  Mr.  McCready 
by  905  votes. 

Later,  on  November  27,  the  Bipartisan  Board  met  to  canvass  the 
election  results  for  the  Ninth  District,  as  well  as  for  other  races  within  its 
jurisdiction.  The  state-level  canvass,  much  like  the  canvass  conducted  on  the 
county  level,  is  the  official  act  of  counting  the  votes  for  a  given  office  within  the 
Bipartisan  Board's  jurisdiction.  See  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163-182. 5(c).  Each  of  North 
Carolina's  seats  in  the  U.S.  House  of  Representatives  were  within  the  Bipartisan 
Board's  jurisdiction.  See  §  163- 182.4(b).  The  Bipartisan  Board's  canvass  and 
corresponding  abstract  were  the  official  and  final  vote  tallies  for  all  offices  within  its 
jurisdiction.  That  is,  once  the  Bipartisan  Board  canvassed  the  results  and  prepared 
the  abstract,  the  election  was  over. 

The  Bipartisan  Board  did  not  certify  the  election  on  November  27. 
Instead,  it  called  for  a  second  meeting  on  November  30.  During  the  Bipartisan 
Board's  November  30  meeting,  the  Board's  Vice  Chair,  Joshua  Malcolm 
("Mr.  Malcolm"),  made  a  motion — with  no  election  protest  filed  by  any  voter  and 
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without  warning  to  Dr.  Harris  or  any  other  candidate — to  exclude  the  Ninth  District 
from  the  Bipartisan  Board's  canvass  and  certification.  Specifically,  Mr.  Malcolm 
moved  to  exclude  the  Ninth  District  race  "to  assure  that  [the]  election  [wa]s 
determined  without  taint  of  fraud  or  corruption  and  without  irregularities  that  may 
have  changed  the  result  of  [the]  election."  (Bipartisan  Board  Nov.  30,  2018, 
Meeting  Audio,  pt.  2,  2:36-3:16).  Mr.  Malcolm  apparently  was  concerned  about 
irregularities  in  ahsentee-hy-mail  ballots — alleged  "ballot  harvesting" — in  Bladen 
County,  one  of  the  eight  counties  in  the  Ninth  District.  After  Mr.  Malcolm 
purportedly  explained  the  basis  for  his  unexpected,  unannounced  motion  in  a  closed 
session,  it  passed  7-2.  The  Bipartisan  Board  thus  agreed  to  conduct  an  evidentiary 
hearing  on  the  Ninth  District  races. 

The  hearing  never  happened.  Instead,  the  Bipartisan  Board  dissolved. 
The  Board's  proposed  hearings  caused  tension  with  the  Cooper  II  court's  injunction 
and  subsequent  stay.  Initially,  the  Cooper  II  court  had  permitted  a  stay  only  until 
December  3,  2018.  Cooper  II,  Wake  Cty.  No.  18-CVS-3348  1  2  (Dec.  27,  2018) 
(Exhibit  D).  On  December  3,  the  court,  on  its  own,  entered  an  Order  extending  the 
stay  through  December  12.  Id.  p.2  I  3.  On  December  10,  Mr.  Malcolm — who  then 
had  been  named  the  Bipartisan  Board's  Chair — wrote  to  the  court,  indicating  that 
the  Bipartisan  Board  would  hold  an  evidentiary  hearing  in  the  Ninth  District  no 
later  than  December  21,  2018.  Id.  p.2  1  4. a.  The  court  thus  stayed  enforcement  of 
its  Order  until  December  28,  2018.  Id.  p.2  I  5.  But  on  December  17,  2018,  the 
Bipartisan  Board  issued  an  Order  of  Proceedings  that  unexpectedly  set  January  11, 
2019,  as  the  hearing  date — three  weeks  later  than  the  deadline  Mr.  Malcolm  had 
communicated  to  the  court. 

The  Bipartisan  Board's  delay  did  not  go  unnoticed.  On  December  27, 
2018,  the  Cooper  II  court  denied  the  Bipartisan  Board's  application  for  a  further 
stay  and  dissolved  its  injunction,  effective  December  28,  2018.  Cooper  II,  Wake  Cty. 
No.  18-CVS-3348  (Dec.  27,  2018).  In  its  Order,  the  court  found  that  the  Order  of 
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Proceedings — the  document  that  established  the  State  Board's  hearing  timeline — 
"completely  and  totally  disregarded  the  timetable  established"  by  the  court  and  that 
the  State  Board  had  shown  "complete  disregard"  for  the  court's  Order.  Id.  p.3  Tf  11. 
It  also  found  that  the  State  Board  had  not  offered  "even  a  cursory  explanation  as  to 
why  the  hearing  was  continued"  until  January  11.  Id.  p.3  t  12.  By  staying  its 
injunction  as  to  the  unconstitutionally  formed  Bipartisan  Board,  the  Cooper  II  court 
had  meant  only  to  permit  the  Board  to  conduct  the  2018  election — a  task  that,  it 
found,  should  have  been  completed  no  later  than  December  28,  2018.  The  court 
then  concluded  that  the  Bipartisan  Board's  failure  to  conduct  hearings 
expeditiously  flouted  the  spirit  of  its  earlier  stay.  The  court  stated  that  it  "ha[d]  no 
reason  to  believe  that  the  January  timetable  proposed  by  the  [State]  Board  would 
be  followed  any  more  than  the  other  timetables  have  been."  Id.  p.3  1  1.  It 
concluded  by  observing  that  "the  voters  of  the  Ninth  Congressional  District  are 
entitled  to  have  their  elected  representative  by  the  time  Congress  convenes."  Id. 
p.3-4  1  2. 

Before  the  Bipartisan  Board  dissolved,  on  December  28,  2018,  the 
Mark  Harris  for  Congress  Committee  (the  "Committee")  filed  an  Emergency 
Petition  on  Dr.  Harris'  behalf.  (See  Exhibit  E).  In  its  Emergency  Petition,  the 
Committee  asked  the  Bipartisan  Board  to  certify  Dr.  Harris  as  the  winner  of  the 
2018  election  and  to  issue  him  a  Certificate  of  Election.  The  Bipartisan  Board 
appears  to  have  denied  the  Emergency  Petition  by  letter.  In  its  letter,  Mr.  Malcolm 
stated  that  the  Bipartisan  Board  had  declined  to  certify  the  Ninth  District  race 
based  on  its  statutory  authority  "to  assure  that  an  election  is  determined  without 
taint  of  fraud  or  corruption  and  without  irregularities  that  may  have  changed  the 
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result  of  an  election.  (Letter  from  Joshua  Malcolm  ("Malcolm  Letter"),  Exhibit  F, 
at  2  (citing  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163A-1180  (fmr.  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163-182. 12))). 2 

III.  In  December  2018,  the  General  Assembly  created  a  new 
elections  agency,  but  it  is  not  clear  when  that  body  will  be  able  to  certify 
the  Ninth  District  race. 

On  December  27,  2018,  with  the  Bipartisan  Board's  dissolution 
looming,  the  General  Assembly,  over  the  Governor's  objection,  enacted  Session  Law 
2018-146,  which  resolved  most  of  the  objections  to  Session  Laws  2017-6  and  2018-2. 
Most  importantly,  it  dissolved  the  Bipartisan  Board  and  replaced  it  with  its 
predecessor,  the  five-member  State  Board.  See  S.L.  2018-146  §  3. 2. (a). 

Unfortunately,  Session  Law  2018-146  was  unclear  about  its  timeline 
for  implementation.  As  Dr.  Harris  points  out  in  his  Petition,  what  is  clear  is  that 
the  State  Board  will  not  exist  and  have  authority  to  act  until,  at  earliest, 
January  31,  2019. 

With  no  State  Board^  to  act.  Dr.  Harris  is  left  in  limbo.  Worse  yet,  the 
residents  of  North  Carolina's  Ninth  District  have  no  voice  in  Congress. 

REASONS  THE  WRIT  SHOULD  ISSUE 

A  writ  of  mandamus  issues  "from  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction 
commanding  an  inferior  tribunal,  board,  corporation,  or  person  to  perform  a  purely 
ministerial  duty  imposed  by  law."  Bd.  of  Managers  of  James  Walker  Mem'l  Hosp.  v. 
City  of  Wilmington,  235  N.C.  597,  600,  70  S.E.2d  833,  835-36  (1952).  The  writ  also 
is  appropriate  against  a  quasi-judicial  body  where  "it  clearly  appears  that  there  has 
been  an  abuse  of  discretion."  Ponder  v.  Joslin,  262  N.C.  496,  504,  138 
S.E.2d  143,  149  (1964);  see  also  Cheney  v.  U.S.  Dist.  Ct,  542  U.S.  367,  380  (2004).  A 


2  The  Bipartisan  Board  also  excluded  three  additional,  county-level  contests  from  its  certification. 
The  Malcolm  Letter  indicates  that  the  apparent  margin  of  victory  in  those  contests  may  have  heen 
sufficient  to  cause  the  alleged  irregularities  to  impact  the  outcome. 

2  For  ease  of  understanding,  throughout  the  remainder  of  this  Memorandum  in  Support,  the  phrase 
"State  Board"  refers  to  the  entity  responsible  for  overseeing  the  State's  elections  laws.  Reference  to 
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party  seeking  a  writ  of  mandamus  must  show  that:  (1)  he  has  "a  clear  legal  right  to 
the  act  requested";  (2)  the  defendant  has  a  clear  "legal  duty  to  perform  the  act 
requested";  (3)  the  act  is  "ministerial  in  nature  and  [does]  not  involve  the  exercise  of 
discretion";  (4)  the  defendant  has  "neglected  or  refused  to  perform  the  act 
requested";  and  (5)  he  lacks  an  "alternative,  legally  adequate  remedy."  In  re 
T.H.T.,  362  N.C.  446,  453—54,  665  S.E.2d  54,  59  (2008)  (citations  and  internal 
quotation  marks  omitted). 

Dr.  Harris  satisfies  each  of  these  five  elements.  The  Court  therefore 
should  enter  an  Order  commanding  the  State  Board's  Executive  Director  to  issue  to 
Dr.  Harris  a  Certificate  of  Election.  In  the  alternative,  the  Court  should  enter  an 
Order  commanding  the  State  Board,  when  operative,  to  issue  that  Certificate. 

I.  Dr.  Harris  has  a  "clear  legal  right"  to  certification. 

Dr.  Harris  has  a  clear  legal  right  to  he  certified  as  the  victor  in  the 
Ninth  District.  The  pertinent  question  is  whether  Dr.  Harris  has  a  clear  legal  right 
to  obtain  a  Certificate  of  Election.  See  generally  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163- 182. 15(h). 
He  does. 

A.  When  the  State  Board  issues  a  Certificate  of 
Election,  the  Certificate  is  the  last  act  necessary  to  end  the  electoral 
process. 

Under  North  Carolina  law,  a  Certificate  of  Election  ends  the  election. 
Once  the  Certificate  of  Election  issues,  the  State  Board  is  obligated  to  forward  a 
copy  of  that  Certificate  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  §  163- 182. 15(c)  ("The  State 
Board  .  .  .  shall  provide  to  the  Secretary  of  State  a  copy  of  each  certificate  of 
nomination  or  election."  (emphasis  added)),  who  then  must  forward  the  Certificate 
to  the  Governor,  §  163-182.16  ("The  Secretary  of  State  shall  send  a  notice  to  the 
Governor  that  a  certificate  of  election  has  been  issued  for  [the  House  of 
Representatives.]"  (emphasis  added)).  The  Governor,  in  turn,  must  issue  the 


the  "State  Board,"  in  contrast  to  the  "Bipartisan  Board,"  will  refer  to  the  number  of  members,  i.e., 
"the  five-member  State  Board." 
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Representative-elect  his  commission.  Id.  ([U]pon  receiving  the  notice,  the  Governor 
shall  provide  to  each  .  .  .  elected  official  a  commission  attesting  to  that  person's 
election."  (emphasis  added)).  It  is  this  commission  that  entitles  the 
Representative-elect  to  memhership  in  the  Congress.  See  2  U.S.C.  §  26. 

In  North  Carolina,  assuming  that  there  is  a  fully  operational  State 
Board,  obtaining  a  Certificate  of  Election  is  a  two-step  process.  First,  the  county 
hoard  of  elections  must  canvass  the  votes.  A  candidate  for  U.S.  House  of 
Representative's  path  to  a  Certificate  of  Election  begins  in  the  several  counties  that 
make  up  the  district.  Ten  days  after  an  election  the  county  boards  of  elections  meet 
to  "canvass  [the]  votes  and  to  authenticate  the  count  of  every  ballot  item  in  the 
county[.]"  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163-182. 5(b).  Eollowing  the  county-level  canvass,  each 
county  board  of  elections  prepares  an  abstract — an  official  tally,  see  §  163-182(1) — 
"of  all  the  ballot  items."  The  county  board  of  elections  then  sends  that  abstract  to 
the  State  Board.  §  163- 182. 6(a). 

That  happened  here.  On  Eriday,  November  16,  2018,  the  county 
boards  of  elections  in  each  of  the  eight  counties  that  comprise  the  Ninth  District 
met,  canvassed  the  votes,  and  issued  an  abstract  to  the  State  Board. 

Second,  the  State  Board  is  required  to  canvass  the  votes.  Once  the 
State  Board  receives  those  abstracts,  it  conducts  its  own  canvass  for  each  of  the 
offices  under  its  purview.  That  includes  the  U.S.  House  of  Representatives.  N.C. 
Gen.  Stat.  §  163-182. 4(b)(1).  Three  weeks  after  the  election,  the  State  Board  must 
meet  to  "complete  the  canvass  of  votes"  and  to  "authenticate  the  count  in  every 
ballot  item  ...  by  determining  that  the  votes  have  been  counted  and  tabulated 
correctly."  §  163- 182.5(c).  Once  the  State  Board  completes  its  canvass,  it  must 
prepare  an  abstract,  §  163- 182.6(b),  and  issue  a  Certificate  of  Election  within  six 
days,  §  163-182.15(b). 

Here,  the  State  Board  never  completed  that  second  step.  To  be  sure,  it 
met  on  November  27,  three  weeks  after  the  election.  But  instead  of  certifying  the 
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election  and  issuing  an  abstract — setting  in  motion  the  last  act  necessary  to  seat 
Dr.  Harris  in  Congress — the  State  Board,  on  the  unexpected  and  unexplained 
motion  of  Mr.  Malcolm,  took  the  extraordinary  step  of  ordering  further 
investigation. 

While  the  State  Board  is  authorized  to  investigate  election 
irregularities,  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §§  163-182. 5(a)  and  163-182.12,  in  the  unique 
circumstances  of  this  case,  the  unconstitutional  Bipartisan  Board's  delay,  combined 
with  its  later  dissolution,  leave  Dr.  Harris  entitled  to  a  Certificate  of  Election.  That 
is  so  for  two,  alternative  reasons. 

B,  There  was  no  proper  election  protest  filed  in  the 
Ninth  District  race  because  the  State  Board  never  disclosed  any  facts  to 
justify  a  protest. 

The  State  Board  never  filed  any  proper  election  protest  in  the  Ninth 
District  race.  An  election  protest  is  an  allegation  supported  by  fact,  not  speculation 
and  innuendo.  Without  a  factual  basis  for  its  alleged  protest,  the  Bipartisan  Board 
was  responsible  for  issuing  Dr.  Harris  a  Certificate  of  Election  no  later  than 
December  6,  2018.  The  State  Board's  purported  protest  was  not  proper  for  three 
reasons. 

First,  while  the  State  Board  has  authority  to  initiate  complaints  or 
protests  on  its  own,  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163-182.12,  that  power  necessarily  assumes 
that  the  State  Board  will  provide  some  factual  basis  for  its  complaint  or  protest. 
Indeed,  agencies  like  the  State  Board  must  comply  with  their  own  regulations.  See, 
e.g.,  Farlow  v.  N.C.  Bd.  of  Chiropractic  Exams.,  76  N.C.  App.  202,  207-08,  332 
S.E.2d  696,  699-700  (1985).  Here,  the  State  Board's  regulations  require  election 
protestors  to  support  their  protests  with  extensive  facts.  See  8  N.C.A.C.  02.0111. 
Eor  instance,  the  Protest  Eorm  provided  by  the  State  Board  requires  election 
protestors  to  list  "all  election  contests  subject  to  your  protest  and  [to]  calculate  the 
margin  of  votes  separating  the  apparent  winner  from  the  runner-up";  to  describe 
the  nature  of  the  protest;  to  provide  "all  factual  allegations  in  support  of  [the] 
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protest,"  including  affidavits  of  facts  outside  the  protestor's  personal  knowledge; 
and  to  "list  all  individuals,  if  any,"  the  protestor  "may  call  as  witnesses."  Id.  H  4-7. 

The  State  Board  did  none  of  that  here.  At  the  Bipartisan  Board's 
canvass.  Executive  Director  Kim  Strach  presented  the  Bipartisan  Board  with  the 
canvassing  information,  which  included  the  proposed  abstract  (see  Exhibit  G 
(" Abstract")).  Immediately  after,  Mr.  Malcolm  cryptically  requested  "that  the  Ninth 
Congressional  District — to  be  clear — that  the  Ninth  Congressional  District  will  not 
be  part  of  this  Motion  [to  Certify]."  (Bipartisan  Board  Nov.  27,  2018,  Meeting 
Audio,  pt.  1  ("Nov.  27,  2018,  Meeting  Audio"),  17:06-17:15). ^  Mr.  Malcolm  did  not, 
and  would  not,  expand  upon  the  factual  basis  for  his  request.  Rather,  he  indicated 
that  he  would  discuss  it  further  only  in  closed  session.  (Nov.  27  2018,  Meeting 
Audio,  17:30-17:36).  He  indicated  only  that  he  was  "very  familiar  with  unfortunate 
activities"  in  the  Ninth  District.  (Nov.  27,  2018,  Meeting  Audio,  17:49-18:00). 

Second,  Mr.  Malcolm's  motion  relied  on  an  inapt  provision  of  the 
election  law.  In  moving  to  delay  certification,  Mr.  Malcolm  quoted  a  provision  of  the 
election  law  that  allows  the  State  Board  to  refuse  certification  where  the  election 
has  been  "tainted"  by  "irregularities."  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163-182.12.  But  the  State 
Board  cannot  seriously  contend  that  the  Ninth  District  election  was  "tainted"  by 
irregularities  sufficient  to  invoke  §  163-182.12.  Its  actions  demonstrate  otherwise. 
Section  163-182.12,  allows  a  new  election  only  if  the  alleged  misconduct  causes 
widespread  harm — that  is,  if  it  affects  an  entire  election,  not  a  single  race.  Here, 
the  State  Board  concluded  that  the  "taint"  did  not  warrant  a  new  election  either  in 
all  of  the  counties  that  make  up  the  Ninth  District,  or  just  in  Bladen  County.  To 
the  contrary,  it  certified  numerous  competitive  races.  Eor  instance,  the  State  Board 
certified  the  Bladen  County  Sheriffs  race,  where  the  victor's  margin  of  victory  was 


^  All  citations  to  "meeting  audio"  are  available  on  the  State  Board's  website: 
https://dl.ncsbe. gov/index. html?prefix=State  Board  Meeting  Docs/2018-11-27/.  In  the  event  the 
State  Board  later  removes  these  recordings,  Dr.  Harris  will  provide  the  Court  with  the  audio  saved 
in  a  physical  format  upon  request. 
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1,388  votes.  (See  Abstract,  at  16).  It  also  certified  every  other  race  where  the 
victor's  margin  of  victory  was  equal  to  or  above  1,388  votes. 

If  pervasive  irregularities  tainted  the  entire  election,  then  no  races 
within  the  Ninth  District  should  have  been  certified.  The  State  Board's  past  actions 
show  as  much.  In  1978,  the  State  Board,  relying  on  the  taint  provision,  refused  to 
certify  any  primary  race  in  Clay  County.  See  generally  In  re  Appeal  of  Judicial 
Review  by  Republican  Candidates  for  Elec,  in  Clay  Cty.,  45  N.C.  App.  556,  264 
S.E.2d  338  (1980)  ("In  re  Clay  County").  There,  the  State  Board  refused  to  certify 
the  results  "for  any  or  all  of  the  offices  in  contest  on  that  date."  Id.  at  569,  264 
S.E.2d  at  345  (emphasis  added).  As  explained  below.  In  re  Clay  County  does  not 
apply  here.  Even  so,  it  shows  how  "taints"  and  "irregularities"  are  structural 
irregularities — that  is,  irregularities  that  impact  all  races  in  a  given  jurisdiction, 
not  just  a  few  at  a  certain  number. 

Given  that  fact,  only  one  inference  can  be  drawn:  the  State  Board 
cherry-picked  politically  problematic  races  and  withheld  certification.  If  any 
election  truly  were  tainted,  Mr.  Malcolm  and  the  State  Board  would  have  halted 
certification  in  every  race  in  Bladen  County,  and  perhaps  in  the  entire  Ninth 
District.  But  they  did  not.  The  State  Board's  position — that  only  the  Ninth  District 
race  was  tainted,  while  the  other  races  in  the  same  geographic  area  were  not — 
defies  reason.  The  Ninth  District  race  did  not  have  discrete,  individual,  or  unique 
ballots.  Rather,  the  purportedly  tainted  absentee-by-mail  ballots  contained  every 
race.  If  those  ballots  were  handled  improperly,  then  any  taint  would  impugn  the 
results  not  only  of  the  Ninth  District  race,  but  also  of  each  and  every  race  within 
that  District. 

Because  the  entire  election  was  not  tainted,  the  State  Board  properly 
could  withhold  certification  only  in  those  races  where  the  number  of  irregularities 
"may  have  changed  the  result  of  the  election."  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163-182.12.  The 
Malcolm  Letter  states  definitively  that  there  were  three  such  races:  Bladen  County 
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Commissioner,  District  3;  District  Court  Judge,  District  16B,  Seat  2;  and  Bladen 
County  Soil  and  Water  Conservation  District  Supervisor  (the  "Other  Races").  In 
each,  the  apparent  margin  of  victory  was,  at  most,  572  votes.  Dr.  Harris'  race  was 
not  on  the  list.  By  excluding  the  Ninth  District  race  from  the  stated  list  of  races 
where  the  outcome  could  he  affected  hy  the  number  of  ballots  under  investigation, 
the  Malcolm  Letter  suggests  that  Dr.  Harris'  905-vote  margin  of  victory  was  greater 
than  those  under  scrutiny.  Indeed,  to  date,  there  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  any 
irregularities  would  have  changed  the  outcome  of  the  election.  At  the  State  Board's 
November  27,  2018,  canvass  and  November  30,  2018,  follow-on  meeting, 
Mr.  Malcolm  did  not  expand  upon  the  factual  basis  for  his  request  that  the  Ninth 
District  race  not  be  certified.  Rather,  he  indicated  only  that  he  was  "very  familiar 
with  unfortunate  activities"  in  the  Ninth  District.  (Nov.  27,  2018,  Meeting  Audio, 
17:49-18:00). 

Third,  the  State  Board  exceeded  its  statutory  authority  by  failing  to 
disclose  the  number  of  votes  at  issue.  All  signs — including  the  Malcolm  Letter,  an 
official  communication  from  the  State  Board,  as  well  as  the  dearth  of  evidence 
beyond  the  unreliable  affidavits  provided  by  Mr.  McCready — indicate  that 
Dr.  Harris'  margin  of  victory  exceeds  the  total  number  of  votes  in  dispute.  As  such, 
the  State  Board  could  investigate  the  Ninth  District  race  further  only  if  the  election 
was  tainted.  But  the  State  Board  issued  Certificates  of  Election  to  other  candidates 
in  both  the  Ninth  District  and  Bladen  County.  Indeed,  other  than  the  Ninth 
District  race,  the  State  Board  issued  Certificates  to  all  candidates  with  a  margin  of 
victory  of  more  than  572.  By  purporting  to  operate  under  a  "taint"  theory,  but 
nevertheless  issuing  certificates  of  election,  the  State  Board  has  acted  arbitrarily. 
What's  more,  it  also  has  violated  Dr.  Harris'  Due  Process  rights  under  both  the 
Federal  Constitution's  Fourteenth  Amendment  and  the  State  Constitution's  Law  of 
the  Land  Clause.  See  U.S.  Const.,  amend.  XIV,  §  1;  N.C.  Const.,  Art.  1,  §  19. 
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Dr.  Harris  believes  that  the  State  Board  should  issue  the  investigation 
report  that  it  promised  to  produce.  Neither  Dr.  Harris  nor  the  public  currently 
know  the  facts  upon  which  the  State  Board  acted.  But  the  State  Board  has 
promised  to  release  them.  In  a  December  21,  2018,  affidavit  filed  in  the  Cooper  II 
case,  Mr.  Malcolm  stated  that  the  State  Board  would  conclude  its  investigation  and 
deliberations  and  would  make  a  decision  regarding  certification  of  the  Ninth 
District  race  no  later  than  January  12,  2019.  (See  Affidavit  of  Joshua  Malcolm, 
Exhibit  H,  1  11).  Under  the  State  Board's  self-imposed  timeline,  its  investigation 
should  be  complete  and  its  findings  ready  to  be  reported.  Dr.  Harris  would  support 
an  Order  from  this  Court  commanding  Kim  Strach,  the  State  Board's  Executive 
Director,  to  issue  the  State  Board's  report  as  scheduled,  or  as  soon  as  possible.  This 
path  will  allow  the  Court  to  determine  the  actual  number  of  absentee-by-mail 
ballots  at  issue,  as  well  as  any  other  facts  necessary  to  resolve  Dr.  Harris'  Petition. 
It  also  will  give  the  public  confidence  in  the  Court's  decision. 

With  no  proper  protest  filed,  the  State  Board's  duty  to  issue  Dr.  Harris 
a  Certificate  of  Election  was  clear.  It  was  obligated  to  perform  the  ministerial  act  of 
issuing  to  Dr.  Harris  a  certificate  of  election  by  December  6,  2018,  six  days  after  it 
completed  its  canvass.  See  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163-182. 15(b). 

C.  In  the  alternative,  the  State  Board's  dissolution 
finally  decided  its  purported  election  protest. 

In  the  alternative,  this  Court  could  conclude  that  the  State  Board  did 
file  an  election  protest,  but  that  the  State  Board's  dissolution  finally  decided  that 
purported  protest.  The  Bipartisan  Board  appears  to  have  treated  Mr.  Malcom's 
motion  as  an  election  protest.  In  that  circumstance.  Dr.  Harris  is  entitled  to  a 
Certificate  of  Election  because  (1)  the  Bipartisan  Board's  dissolution  effectively 
ruled  on — that  is,  dismissed  or  denied — the  Board's  purported  protest  and  (2)  in  the 
absence  of  any  protest,  the  State  Board  is  obligated  to  issue  a  certificate  of  election. 
See  generally  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163-182. 15(b)(1)  ("The  certificate  shall  he  issued  10 
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days  after  the  final  decision  of  the  State  Board  on  the  election  protest."  (emphasis 
added)). 

Accepting  that  its  action  was  an  election  protest,  the  State  Board  was 
not  required  to  issue  a  Certificate  of  Election  while  the  protest  was  pending.  Filing 
an  "election  protest"  stays  the  State  Board's  obligation  to  issue  a  Certificate  of 
Election.  See  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163-182. 15(h).  An  election  protest  simply  is  any 
complaint  concerning  the  conduct  of  an  election  that,  if  supported  hy  sufficient 
evidence,  could  require  either  a  recount  or  a  new  election.  §  163-182(4).  Election 
protests  may  he  filed  either  hy  a  candidate  or  registered  voter,  §  163-182.9,  or  hy  the 
State  Board  itself,  §  163-182.12.  Here,  no  voter  or  candidate — including 
Mr.  McCready — filed  any  election  protest.  The  only  possible  protest  came  from 
Mr.  Malcolm  at  the  State  Board's  November  27  canvass  meeting  and  November  30 
follow-on  meeting. 

But  an  election  protest  does  not  stay  the  State  Board's  obligation 
indefinitely.  If  there  is  an  election  protest,  the  Certificate  of  Election  "shall  be 
issued  10  days  after  the  final  decision  of  the  State  Board  on  the  election  protest, 
unless  the  State  Board  has  ordered  a  new  election  or  the  issuance  of  the  certificate 
is  stayed  by  the  Superior  Court  of  Wake  County  pursuant  to  G.S.  163-182.14."  N.C. 
Gen.  Stat.  §  163-182. 15(b)(1)  (emphasis  added).  Here,  the  State  Board  never 
ordered  a  new  election,  and  this  Court  has  not  entered  any  stay. 

The  question,  then,  is  whether  the  State  Board  has  reached  a  "final 
decision"  on  its  own  purported  protest  of  Dr.  Harris'  election.  It  has. 

The  Cooper  II  court's  December  27,  2018,  Order,  and  the  later 
dissolution  of  the  unconstitutional  Bipartisan  Board,  ended  the  Board's  election 
protest.  The  State  Board's  inability  to  act — its  dissolution — is  an  "effective  denial" 
of  its  protest.  Furgiuele  v.  N.C.  State  Bd.  of  Elecs.  &  Ethics  Enforcement,  Wake  Cty. 
No.  17-CVS-15132  (N.C.  Super.  Ct.  Dec.  14,  2017)  (Exhibit  I).  This  Court 
previously  has  taken  a  similar  approach.  In  Furgiuele  v.  State  Board  of  Elections  & 
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Ethics  Enforcement,  the  Honorable  Paul  C.  Ridgeway  concluded  that  the  State 
Board's  non-existence — then  due  to  proceedings  in  Cooper  I — was  an  effective  denial 
of  any  matter  brought  before  it.  Judge  Ridgeway  concluded,  "Under  the  unique  and 
narrow  circumstances  of  a  vacant  State  Board,  the  agency's  inability  to  resolve 
petitions  and  act  on  other  statutorily  mandated  matters  are  effectively  denials  [.]" 
Id.  1  8. 

So  too  here.  The  Bipartisan  Board  dissolved  on  December  28,  2018, 
leaving  it  unable  to  act.  The  Bipartisan  Board's  inability  to  act  effectively  denied  its 
own  purported  protest.  The  Bipartisan  Board's  dissolution  also  left  Dr.  Harris  with 
no  recourse  other  than  mandamus.  There  is  no  provision  of  the  State's  election  law 
that  clearly  affords  Dr.  Harris  any  other  remedy  in  these  circumstance.  But  the 
State's  election  law  does  clearly  afford  Dr.  Harris  the  right  to  a  Certificate  of 
Election  within  ten  days  after  action  on  any  election  protest  in  the  absence  of  a  stay 
or  new  election.  See  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163- 182. 15(b)(1)  ("The  certificate  shall  be 
issued  10  days  after  the  final  decision  of  the  State  Board  on  the  election  protest."). 
Because  there  is  no  stay  and  there  has  been  no  new  election  called.  Dr.  Harris' 
Certificate  Election  thus  should  have  been  issued — at  the  latest — on  Monday, 
January  7,  2019. 

'k'k'k'k 

Eor  either  of  those  reasons,  the  Court  should  conclude  that  Dr.  Harris 
has  a  clear  right  to  a  Certificate  of  Election. 

II.  The  State  Board  has  a  "legal  ohligation"  to  issue  a 
Certificate  of  Election. 

Not  only  does  Dr.  Harris  have  a  clear  legal  right  to  a  Certificate  of 
Election,  but  the  State  Board  also  is  under  a  clear  legal  obligation  to  issue  that 
Certificate.  More  specifically,  the  State  Board  would  not  be  justified  calling  for  a 
new  election  under  these  circumstances. 

Election  results  are  supposed  to  be  final.  In  North  Carolina,  the 
general  rule  is  that  elections,  even  if  marred  by  impropriety,  are  final,  unless  the 
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party  challenging  the  result  can  show  "irregularities  sufficient  to  alter  the  result." 
In  re  Appeal  of  Ramseur,  120  N.C.  App.  521,  525,  463  S.E.2d  254,  256  (1995).  Every 
douht  should  he  resolved  in  favor  of  upholding  the  duly  called,  regularly  scheduled 
election.  See,  e.g.,  Gardner  v.  City  of  Reidsville,  269  N.C.  581,  585,  153 
S.E.2d  139,  144  (1967);  Watkins  v.  City  of  Wilson,  255  N.C.  510,  513,  121 
S.E.2d861,  863  (1961). 

North  Carolina  law  permits  the  State  Board  to  call  for  a  new  election 
only  in  the  most  limited  of  circumstances.  But  neither  Mr.  Malcolm,  the  State 
Board  nor  Mr.  McCready  presented  any  evidence  to  justify  upsetting  North 
Carolina's  "well  settled"  rule  regarding  the  finality  of  elections:  "An  election  or 
referendum  result  will  not  he  disturbed  for  irregularities  absent  a  showing  that  the 
irregularities  are  sufficient  to  alter  the  result."  In  re  Appeal  of  Ramseur,  120  N.C. 
App.  521,  525,  463  S.E.2d  254,  256  (1994). 

A.  The  publicly  available  evidence  suggests  that  the 
number  of  irregularities  under  investigation  are  not  sufficient  to  alter  the 
outcome  of  the  Ninth  District  race. 

To  order  a  new  election,  the  State  Board  first  must  determine  that 
there  were  sufficient  irregularities  with  the  election  to  warrant  relief.  In  other 
words,  it  must  rule  on  an  election  protest.  The  election  law  limits  the  number  of 
responses  that  either  a  county  board,  or  the  State  Board,  can  make. 
See  §  163-182. 10(d)(2)  (listing  five  conclusions  of  law  available  to  the  county 
board);  §  163-182. 11(b)  (requiring  State  Board  to  follow  §  163-182. 10(d)  "except 
where  .  .  .  clearly  inapplicable").  Relief — for  example,  a  recount,  or  a  new  election — 
is  proper  only  if  "[tjhere  is  substantial  evidence  to  believe  that  a  violation  of  the 
election  law  or  other  irregularity  or  misconduct  did  occur  and  that  it  was 
sufficiently  serious  to  cast  doubt  on  the  apparent  results  of  the 
election."  §  163-182.10(d)(2)e;  see  also  id.  (noting  that  the  appropriate  board  "may 
order  [a  new  election]"  if  it  "makes  this  conclusion"). 
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The  State  Board  does  not  have  substantial  evidence  to  show  that  any 
misconduct  that  may  have  occurred  in  the  Ninth  District  "was  sufficiently  serious  to 
cast  douht  on  the  apparent  results  of  the  election."  Substantial  evidence  "is  such 
relevant  evidence  as  a  reasonable  mind  might  accept  as  adequate  to  support  a 
conclusion."  Lackey  u.  Dep't  of  Human  Res.,  306  N.C.  231,  238,  293  S.E.2d  171,  176 
(1982).  Here,  the  State  Board's  own  motion  withholding  certification  of  the  Ninth 
District  race  makes  clear  that  it  had  no  intent  of  investigating  an  instance  of 
pervasive  misconduct,  only  discrete  instances  of  long-running  misconduct. 
(Nov.  27,  2018,  Meeting  Audio,  17:49-18:16). 

Consider  the  statements  of  State  Board's  leader,  Mr.  Malcolm.  At  the 
State  Board's  November  27,  2018,  canvass,  Mr.  Malcolm  did  not,  and  would  not, 
expand  upon  the  factual  basis  for  his  request  that  the  Ninth  District  race  not  be 
certified.  Rather,  he  indicated  that  he  was  "very  familiar  with  unfortunate 
activities"  in  the  Ninth  District.  (Nov.  27,  2018,  Meeting  Audio,  17:49-18:00). 
Mr.  Malcolm  continued,  indicating  that  these  "unfortunate  activities"  had  been 
"ongoing  for  a  number  of  years"  and  had  "repeatedly  been  referred  to  the  United 
States  Attorney  and  to  district  attorneys  for  them  to  take  action  and  clean  it  up," 
and  that  "in  [his]  opinion  those  things  ha[d]  not  taken  place."  (Nov.  27,  2018, 
Meeting  Audio,  18:00-18:16).  The  State  Board  later  suggested,  in  the  Malcolm 
Letter,  that  the  number  of  votes  in  dispute  was  insufficient  to  alter  the  outcome  of 
the  election. 

The  only  evidence  of  election  irregularities  presented  to  the  State 
Board  were  affidavits  submitted  on  behalf  of  the  losing  candidate,  Mr.  McCready, 
by  his  Washington,  D.C. -based  law  firm.  Those  affidavits — from  a  mere  13  voters — 
are  wholly  insufficient  to  show  any  irregularity  with  absentee-by-mail  ballots 
sufficient  to  affect  the  election's  outcome. 

Mr.  McCready's  13  affidavits  are  hardly  definitive.  Indeed,  they 
disclose  little  first-hand  information  concerning  any  election  irregularities.  Affiant 
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Cetire  D.  Ratamar  ("Ms.  Ratamar")  is  an  example.  In  her  affidavit,  Ms.  Ratamar 
stated,  "I  received  an  absentee  ballot  by  mail  that  I  did  not  request."  But  she  later 
told  a  television  reporter,  after  being  shown  a  copy  of  the  absentee-ballot-request 
form  with  her  name  on  it,  that  she  had,  in  fact,  signed  the  form.  See  Bladen  Co. 
absentee  ballot  turn-in  log  raises  new  questions  about  affidavit  filed  by  McCready 
campaign,  WBTV  (Jan.  11,  2019)  http://www.wbtv.eom/2019/01/09/ 

bladen-co-absentee-ballot-turn-in-log-raises-new-questions-about-affidavit-filed-by- 
mccready-campaign/  (last  accessed  Jan.  11,  2019).  Likewise,  election  records  show 
that  the  majority  of  the  13  affiants  voted  in  person.  In  her  affidavit,  Stephanie 
Page  ("Ms.  Page")  claims  that  she  submitted  an  absentee-by-mail  ballot  request 
form.  (Affidavit  of  Stephanie  E.  Page,  Exhibit  J,  H  4-5).  Yet  the  State's  online 
voter  registration  system  shows  that  Ms.  Page  actually  voted  absentee  one-stop — 
that  is,  in  person. 

What's  more,  at  least  two  of  Mr.  McCready's  affiants  have  criminal 
histories.  Eor  instance,  Christopher  Eason  has  a  criminal  history  and  recently  was 
arrested  on  drug  and  weapons  charges.  In  his  affidavit,  he  claims  that  he 
intentionally  gave  a  "completely  blank"  absentee-by-mail  ballot  to  a  third  party. 
(Affidavit  of  Christopher  Eason,  Exhibit  K,  1  6).  Yet  another  crime.  Likewise, 
Jens  Lutz  ("Mr.  Lutz"),  a  short-lived  Democratic  member  of  the  Bladen  County 
Board  of  Elections,  also  has  a  criminal  past.  Mr.  McCready  and  his  lawyers  rely 
heavily  on  Mr.  Lutz's  affidavit  to  create  the  impression  of  widespread  elections 
fraud  in  Bladen  County. 

Perhaps  worst  of  all,  several  of  Mr.  McCready's  affidavits  plainly  are 
unreliable.  Eor  instance,  in  an  affidavit,  Ben  Snyder,  the  chair  of  the  Bladen 
County  Democratic  Party,  claims  that  Bobby  Ludlum,  the  chair  of  the  County  Board 
of  Elections,  told  him  that  a  third  party  was  throwing  absentee-by-mail  ballots  into 
the  trash.  (Affidavit  of  Ben  Snyder  ("Snyder  Aff."),  Exhibit  L,  H  4  -5).  But  in  his 
own  affidavit,  Bobby  Ludlum  makes  clear  that  the  hearsay  contained  in  the  Snyder 
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Affidavit  is  untrue.  (Affidavit  of  Bobby  R.  Ludlum  ("Ludlum  Aff."), 

Exhibit  M,  I  11).  Other  of  Mr.  McCready's  affidavits  also  contain  extensive 
hearsay.  For  example,  Mr.  Lutz  makes  repeated  claims  based  on  his 
"understanding"  or,  worse  yet,  based  on  conversations  with  unnamed  third-parties. 
(Affidavit  of  Jens  Lutz  ("Lutz  Aff."),  Exhibit  N,  H  6,  8,  9  ("It  is  my 
understanding...");  Lutz  Aff  1  10  ("I  know  of  one  person  who  claims  to  have 
overheard  .  .  .;  Lutz  Aff.  I  13  ("I  was  informed  that  two  voters  .  .  .")).  Likewise, 
Dwight  Sheppard  conveniently  claims  to  have  overheard  information  from  an 
unknown  person  in  a  group.  (Affidavit  of  Dwight  Sheppard  ("Sheppard  Aff."), 
Exhibit  O,  ("On  election  day,  November  6,  2018,  I  was  outside  the  Bethel  Precinct 
polling  site  in  Dublin,  NC.  I  overheard  a  group  of  people  talking,  and  someone  said 
that  Leslie  McCrae  Dowless,  Jr.,  would  receive  a  bonus  ...  if  Mark  Harris  won  the 
election  over  Dan  McCready."  (emphasis  added))).  These  affidavits  are  littered  with 
hearsay  and  conjecture. 

In  sum,  based  on  the  lack  of  evidence  presented  at  the  time  of  its 
dissolution,  the  State  Board  did  not  have  the  authority  to  take  any  action  on  its 
purported  election  protest  under  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163-182. 10(d)(2)e 
and  §  163- 182. 11(b),  much  less  usurp  the  will  of  the  voters  by  calling  for  a  new 
election. 

B.  If  the  number  of  irregularities  does  not  affect  the 
outcome  of  the  election,  the  State  Board  may  call  a  new  election  only  if  it 
tainted  the  entire  election. 

If  the  State  Board  determines  that  it  should  take  action  on  an  election 
protest,  the  State  Board  "may  order  a  new  election,  upon  agreement  of  at  least  four 
of  its  [five]  members."  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163-182. 13(a).  Even  then,  the  right  to 
order  a  new  election  is  not  subject  to  the  Board  members'  whims.  Rather,  they  may 
order  a  new  election  only  if  they  determine  there  were  irregularities  sufficient  in 
number  to  change  the  outcome  of  the  election.  §  163-182.13(a)(l)-(3).  Here,  the 
State  Board  lacked  evidence  of  the  type  sufficient  to  call  for  a  new  election. 
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Even  so,  the  State  Board  can  call  a  new  election  if  there  are  pervasive 
irregularities  that  "taint  the  results  of  the  entire  election  and  cast  doubt  on  its 
fairness."  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163-182. 13(a)(4)  (emphasis  added). ^  But  the  Court  of 
Appeals  has  constrained  that  authority,  rendering  a  new  election  inapropos  here. 
To  set  aside  an  election  the  "taint"  must  come  from  inside  the  electoral  framework. 
It  must  come  from  the  ignorance  or  malfeasance  of  elections  officials,  not  from  the 
isolated  had  acts  of  outsiders.  See  In  re  Appeal  of  Judicial  Review  by  Republican 
Candidates  for  Election  in  Clay  County,  45  N.C.  App.  556,  569-74,  264  S.E.2d  338, 
345-48  (1980)  ("In  re  Clay  County")',  see  also  26  Am.  Jur.  2d  Elections  §  345  f'[A]n 
election  should  not  be  enjoined  or  invalidated  unless  the  true  will  of  the  voting 
public  is  not  reflected,  or  a  statutory  requirement  has  not  been  substantially 
complied  with  by  those  responsible  for  calling,  scheduling,  and  conducting  the 
election."  (emphasis  added)).®  Any  other  result  would  upend  the  electorate's  faith  in 


5  Notwithstanding  this  power,  the  State  Board  could  not  he  operating  under  the  "taint"  provision 
here.  The  State  Board  clearly  has  concluded  that  the  election  as  a  whole  was  not  tainted  in  Bladen 
County,  where  it  certified  many  races.  See  supra,  pp.  11-13. 

®  So  too  have  courts  in  other  jurisdictions.  See,  e.g.,  Nageak  v.  Mallot,  426  P.3d  930,  946-47  (Alaska 
2018)  (refusing  to  order  a  new  election  where  elections  officials  gave  voters  multiple  ballots,  did  not 
request  identification  from  voters,  failed  to  tally  votes  correctly,  telephoned  inaccurate  results  on 
election  night,  and  did  not  sign  certificate  of  ballot  counts);  Wesley  v.  Wash.  Cty.  Democratic  Exec. 
Comm.,  235  So.  3d  1379,  1384-87  (Miss.  2017)  (declining  to  order  a  new  election  even  though 
election  result  ballot  boxes  were  not  properly  sealed  as  required  by  law,  votes  were  counted  by  an 
improper  party,  and  ballot  boxes  were  left  unlocked  and  in  the  open);  W.J.  Douan  v.  Charleston  Cty. 
Counsel,  594  S.E.2d  261,  264-67  (S.C.  2003)  (awarding  a  new  election  where  ballot  initiative  was  not 
neutrally  worded,  but  was  phrased  in  a  way  to  favor  the  municipality's  official  position);  McNally  v. 
Tollander,  302  N.W.  2d  440  (Wise.  1981)  (invalidating  election  where  40%  of  voters  were 
disenfranchised  by  official's  violation  of  election  law);  In  re  Contest  of  Election  of  Vetsch,  71  N.W. 2d 
652  (Minn.  1955);  Nelson  v.  Sneed,  83  S.W.  786,  787-90  (Tenn.  1904)  (observing  that  election  returns 
cannot  invalidated  on  the  basis  of  misconduct  by  "friends  and  supporters  of  the  contestee");  Tebbe  v. 
Smith,  41  P.  454,  457  (Cal.  1895)  (ordering  a  new  election  where  polls  opened  late,  closed  early,  and 
where  elections  officials  took  the  ballot  box  with  them  to  lunch).  These  cases — many  of  which  do  not 
order  a  new  election — confirm  that  the  relief  of  the  type  authorized  by  §  163A-1184 

(fMr.  §  163-182.13)  should  be  granted  rarely.  For  example,  in  Nageak  the  Supreme  Court  of  Alaska 
noted  that  it  had  "never  been  presented  with  a  case"  where  "a  cumulation  of  irregularities"  justified 
calling  for  a  new  election.  426  P.3d  at  496. 
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the  electoral  system  and  would  severely  undermine  the  credibility  of  future 
elections. 

In  In  re  Clay  County,  the  State  Board  ordered  a  new  election,  and  its 
order  was  affirmed  hy  the  Court  of  Appeals,  where  official  misconduct  permeated 
the  1978  Clay  County  general  election.  The  problems  manifested  in  two  primary 
ways. 

First,  there  were  voting  irregularities.  For  instance,  the  Clay  County 
clerk  of  superior  court — a  candidate  for  re-election — illegally  delivered  completed 
absentee  ballots  to  the  county  board  of  elections;  candidates  for  re-election  illegally 
collected  those  ballots  from  voters  and  delivered  them  to  the  clerk  of  superior  court; 
and  candidates  for  re-election  unlawfully  drove  voters  to  the  polls.  45  N.C.  App.  at 
563-68,  264  S.E.2d  at  342-45.  In  addition,  the  absentee  ballots  were  taped  closed, 
suggesting  they  had  been  tampered  with.  Id. 

Second,  there  were  problems  with  the  election's  administration — 
problems  created  almost  entirely  by  the  county's  elections  supervisor.  For  instance, 
the  county  elections  supervisor  improperly — and  without  direction — certified 
absentee  ballot  applications,  a  function  reserved  for  the  county  board  of  election's 
chairman;  forged  the  name  of  the  county  board  of  election's  chairman;  stored  ballots 
in  an  unlocked,  unattended  vault  in  the  office  of  the  register  of  deeds,  who  himself 
was  a  candidate  for  re-election  and  had  access  to  the  ballots;  improperly,  and 
without  authority,  issued  ballots  as  absentee  ballots;  allowed  one-stop  voting  to 
occur  on  his  desk,  rather  than  in  a  voting  booth;  and  failed  to  determine  whether 
one-stop  voters  who  requested  assistance  completing  their  ballots  were  legally 
eligible  for  such  assistance.  Id.  The  clerk  of  superior  court,  a  candidate  for 
re-election,  also  participated  in  the  misconduct.  Id.  On  that  basis,  the  State  Board 
ordered  a  new  election,  and  the  Court  of  Appeals  affirmed  its  decision.  See  id.  at 
569-74,  264  S.E.2d  at  345-48. 
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The  circumstances  of  Dr.  Harris'  election  are  different.  Most 

significantly,  there  has  heen  no  showing  of  official  misconduct  in  Bladen  County 

with  respect  to  ahsentee-hy-mail  ballots.  Instead,  the  Bladen  County  Board  of 

Elections  properly  administered  the  election  laws.  For  instance,  the  Bladen  County 

Board  of  Elections  properly  oversaw  its  ahsentee-hy-mail  ballot  requests.  "No 

Bladen  County  citizen  or  other  individual"  ever  received  "special  access  to 

information  held  by  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections,  such  as  requests  for 

absentee  ballots  or  election  results."  (Ludlum  Aff.  Tf  5).  Similarly,  the  Bladen 

County  Board  of  Elections  kept  its  absentee-by-mail  ballots  under  lock  and  key, 

storing  them  "in  a  locked  room  in  its  office  building."  (Ludlum  Aff.  1  10).  The 

Bladen  County  Elections  Director  was  the  only  person  with  a  key  to  that  room. 

(Ludlum  Aff.  1  10).  Everyone  who  went  into  the  room — even  the  chairman  of  the 

Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections — was  accompanied  by  the  Elections  Director. 

(Ludlum  Aff.  I  10).  Finally,  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections  maintained 

vigilant  efforts  to  spot,  and  weed  out,  elections  fraud.  For  example,  the  Bladen 

County  Board  of  Elections  admittedly  found  forged  absentee  ballot  request  forms  in 

the  2018  general  election.  According  to  Bobby  Ludlum,  the  chair  of  the  Bladen 

County  Board,  the  Board  appropriately  handled  those  forgeries: 

[W]e  reported  the  incident  promptly  to  the  State  Board  of 
Elections.  A  lady  dropped  off  165  absentee  ballot  request 
forms  for  the  2018  general  election  at  our  Bladen  County 
Board  of  Elections  office.  About  two  to  three  weeks  before 
the  general  election,  we  discovered  that  three  (3)  of  the 
forms  were  forged.  One  of  the  three  was  for  a  relative  of 
mine  who  told  me  that  two  women  had  asked  if  he  wanted 
to  request  a  form.  He  said  no.  Our  elections  staff 
reported  the  information  to  the  State  Board  of  Elections 
staff  and  requested  instructions  on  how  to  proceed.  The 
State  Board  of  Elections  staff  told  us  to  mail  the  absentee 
ballots  to  all  165  of  the  people  named  on  the  ballot 
request  forms  except  for  the  three  (3)  that  we  knew  were 
incorrect.  We  complied  with  those  orders  and  the  State 
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Board  of  Elections  investigator,  Joan  Fleming,  followed 

up  on  the  investigation  after  the  election. 

(Ludlum  Aff.  Tf  8). 

Those  procedures  largely  mimic  the  procedures  used  hy  the  Bladen 
County  Board  of  Elections  in  November  2016,  when  another  election  protest  with 
similar  allegations  was  filed.  In  2016,  Brian  Hehl  ("Mr.  Hehl"),  a  member  of  the 
Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections,  described  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Election's 
procedures  for  counting  and  reviewing  absentee  ballots.  {See  Bipartisan  Board  Dec. 
3,  2016,  Meeting  Tr.  ("Dec.  3,  2016,  Meeting  Tr."),  Exhibit  P,  47:1-72:25).  For 
instance,  Mr.  Hehl  explained  that  absentee  ballots  were  kept  in  "locked,  secured 
location."  (Dec.  3,  2016,  Meeting  Tr.,  57:17;  accord  id.  64:8).  He  continued,  noting 
that  the  Board  carefully  examined  both  the  voter's  signature  and  the  signatures  of 
the  ballot's  two  witnesses,  looking  carefully  for  irregularities.  (Dec.  3,  2016, 
Meeting  Tr.,  57:2-11;  id.,  57:25-58:2).  Indeed,  he  noted  that  in  2016  the  members 
of  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections  individually  inspect  each  absentee-by-mail 
ballot  to  ensure  its  validity.  (Dec.  3,  2016,  Meeting  Tr.,  59:23-60:2).  Mr.  Hehl  made 
plain  that  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections  contacted  the  State  Board  for 
guidance  on  handling  irregular  absentee-by-mail  ballots  and  that  the  Board  counted 
the  absentee-by-mail  ballots  more  than  once  if  necessary  to  make  sure  the  count 
was  accurate.  (Dec.  3,  2016,  Meeting  Tr.,  63:17,  64:14-66:3). 

It  thus  is  clear  that  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections  properly 
kept,  handled,  and  oversaw  absentee-by-mail  ballots.  Mr.  Hehl's  testimony,  which 
is  consistent  with  the  Ludlum  Affidavit,  shows  as  much.  Mr.  Hehl  detailed  the 
great  pains  taken  by  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections  faithfully  to  follow  the 
procedures  dictated  by  the  State  Board.  In  the  face  of  these  credible,  consistent 
affidavits,  Mr.  McCready's  evidence  does  not  hold  up.  To  the  contrary,  it  is  plain 
that  Mr.  McCready's  affidavits  are  nothing  more  than  a  flimsy  attempt  by  his 
out-of-state  lawyers  to  smear  local  elections  officials  and  to  thwart  the  will  of  the 
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Ninth  District's  voters.  Any  irregularities  with  ahsentee-hy-mail  ballots  cannot, 
and  should  not,  he  held  against  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections. 

C.  Certifying  the  election  should  not  stop  the  State 
Board's  further  investigation  of  election  irregularities. 

It  is  not  Dr.  Harris'  intent  that  any  Order  from  this  Court  would  end 
the  State  Board's  investigation.  Rather,  the  Court's  Order  would  resolve  only  the 
2018  general  election. 

The  State  Board  has  "hroad  supervisory  powers."  Ponder  v.  Joslin,  262 
N.C.  496,  500,  138  S.E.2d  143,  147  (1964);  see  also  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163-22(h). 
Nothing  put  forward  hy  Dr.  Harris  should  he  construed  as  a  request  to  halt  the 
work  of  the  State  Board  or  to  abrogate  those  powers. 

But  where,  as  here,  the  State  Board  has  effectively  denied  its  own 
purported  protest  and  where  it  lacks  the  substantial  evidence,  both  in  quantity  and 
type,  necessary  to  call  a  new  election,  the  State  Board's  recourse  is  limited  to 
investigation  and  referral  to  the  appropriate  prosecutor.  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163-22(d) 
("The  State  Board  of  Elections  shall  investigate  when  necessary  or  advisable,  the 
administration  of  election  laws,  frauds  and  irregularities  in  elections  in  any  county 
and  municipality  and  special  district,  and  shall  report  violations  of  the  election  laws 
to  the  Attorney  General  or  district  attorney  or  prosecutor  of  the  district  for  further 
investigation  and  prosecution.").  Indeed,  this  is  the  procedure  the  State  Board 
followed  when  it  summarily  dismissed  a  similar  protest  in  2016.  Curiously,  that 
protest,  filed  in  connection  with  Governor  Roy  Cooper's  election,  was  dismissed — on 
Mr.  Malcolm's  motion — after  only  five  and  one-half  hours  of  discussion,  far  from  the 
six-week  investigation  that  the  State  Board  proposed  here.  {See  Minutes  of 
Bipartisan  Board  Meeting  Dec.  3,  2016  ("Dec.  3,  2016,  Minutes"),  Exhibit  Q,  at  2). 
Even  more,  the  State  Board  in  2016  encountered  the  same  type  of  irregularities 
with  absentee  ballots  found  here,  yet  still  summarily  dismissed  the  protest.  {See 
Dec.  3,  2016,  Meeting  Tr.,  at  13:3-10;  Dec.  3,  2016,  Minutes,  at  2). 
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In  sum,  because  the  State  Board  has  shown  no  evidence  that  any 
irregularities  would  alter  Dr.  Harris'  election,  and  because  the  State  Board  has  no 
evidence  to  show  any  official  misconduct,  there  is  no  taint  sufficient  under  the 
statute  to  authorize  calling  a  new  election.  Because  the  State  Board  lacks  that 
authority,  it  necessarily  follows  that  it  had  a  clear  legal  obligation  to  perform  the 
ministerial  task  of  issuing  to  Dr.  Harris  a  Certificate  of  Election. 

III.  Issuing  a  Certificate  of  Election  is  a  ministerial  act 
appropriate  for  issuance  of  a  writ  of  mandamus. 

Issuing  a  Certificate  of  Election  is  a  ministerial  act.  Dr.  Harris'  clear 
legal  right  to  a  Certificate  of  Election,  combined  with  the  State  Board's  legal 
obligation  to  issue  a  Certificate,  do  much  to  show  that,  under  these  narrow  and 
unique  circumstances,  issuing  a  Certificate  is  a  ministerial,  not  a  discretionary  or 
quasi-judicial,  act.  This  is  true  notwithstanding  the  Supreme  Court  of  North 
Carolina's  determination  that  the  State  Board  is  a  quasi-judicial  agency.  See 
Ponder,  262  N.C.  at  504,  138  S.E.2d  at  149—50. 

Even  if  the  State  Board's  actions  were  "discretionary"  or 
"quasi-judicial,"  mandamus  is  appropriate  here  because  the  State  Board  clearly  has 
abused  its  discretion.  Id.  at  504,  138  S.E.2d  at  149.  Here,  the  State  Board  has 
abused  its  discretion  on  many  fronts: 

1.  The  State  Board  cited  no  facts  for  its  purported  protest.  In  so 
doing,  the  State  Board  violated  its  own  regulations. 

2.  The  State  Board's  leader,  Mr.  Malcolm,  repeatedly  relied  on  a 
statutory  provision  for  delaying  certification  by  claiming  "taint"  or  "irregularities" 
in  the  election,  see  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163-182.12,  but  the  State  Board  certified  races 
in  that  same  election.  When  the  issue  allegedly  causing  the  "taint"  deals  with 
ballots,  either  all  of  the  results  are  tainted,  or  none  of  them  are.  If  the  State  Board 
is  relying  on  the  "taint"  or  "irregularities"  provision,  the  State  Board  acted 
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arbitrarily  in  its  decision  to  deny  certification  in  only  a  handful  of  races  in  a 
purportedly  tainted  election. 

3.  The  State  Board  halted  the  canvass  and  failed  to  certify 
Dr.  Harris'  election  with  no  facts  to  support  its  decision.  The  State  Board,  through 
Mr.  Malcolm,  lodged  its  own  "complaint"  or  "election  protest"  when  it  stopped  the 
canvass  and  failed  to  certify  the  election.  But  it  gave  no  specific  reasons  to  support 
its  actions.  No  facts  of  any  kind  were  presented.  The  State  Board  still,  to  this  day, 
has  not  issued  any  investigative  report  or  other  evidence  for  its  refusal  to  certify  the 
Ninth  District  race.  Yet  it  surely  has  been  operating  with  a  number  in  mind. 
Indeed,  as  highlighted  above,  it  certified  nearly  every  race  in  Bladen  County,  and 
every  race  with  a  margin  of  victory  in  excess  of  572  votes,  except  the  Ninth  District 
Race.  The  State  Board's  failure  to  divulge  the  number  of  purportedly  tainted  votes 
violates  its  own  regulations.  See  8  N.C.A.C.  02.0111.  It  requires  voters  and 
candidates  to  give  elaborate  details  and  explanations  for  their  protests.  But  the 
State  Board  is  not  holding  itself  to  the  same  standard.  The  State  Board  arbitrarily 
and  wrongfully  created  a  cloud  of  suspicion,  both  around  the  Ninth  District  race  and 
Dr.  Harris  personally,  by  acting  in  secret,  behind  closed  doors. 

4.  The  State  Board  disregarded  the  timeline  given  by  the  Cooper  II 
court.  By  flouting  this  court-imposed  timeline  and  setting  a  schedule  at  its  own 
convenience,  the  State  Board  acted  arbitrarily. 

5.  The  State  Board  has  acted  out  of  step  with  its  past  practices. 
For  instance,  in  2016,  a  protest  was  lodged  in  the  gubernatorial  election.  That 
protest  alleged  the  same  misconduct  at  issue  here.  Even  so,  the  State  Board 
dismissed  the  protest  after  just  shy  of  six  hours  of  discussion.  (See  Dec.  3,  2016, 
Meeting  Tr.,  at  13:3-10).  Here,  when  faced  with  a  nearly  identical  situation,  the 
State  Board  concluded  it  needed  six  weeks  of  investigation. 

In  addition,  issuing  a  Certificate  of  Election  was  a  ministerial  act 
under  the  unique  circumstances  of  Dr.  Harris'  election.  In  Ponder,  the  plaintiff 
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applied  for  a  writ  of  mandamus,  challenging  the  State  Board's  refusal  to  certify  his 
primary  election.  He  specifically  argued  that,  during  the  state-wide  canvass,  the 
State  Board  had  no  authority  to  investigate  election  returns,  hut  merely  "to  compile 
and  tabulate  the  returns  as  certified  hy  the  various  county  hoards  of  elections  [.]" 
Id.  at  498,  138  S.E.2d  at  145.  The  Supreme  Court  disagreed.  It  concluded  that 
canvassing  included  not  only  the  power  to  tabulate  the  votes,  but  also  the  power  to 
judicially  determine  the  results,  "pass[ing]  upon  the  legality  of  any  disputed 
ballots."  Id.  at  502,  138  S.E.2d  at  148. 

Ponder  has  no  application  here  for  two  reasons.  First,  Dr.  Harris  does 
not  question  the  State  Board's  authority  to  act  as  a  quasi -judicial  body;  rather,  it 
contends  that  the  State  Board  already  has  acted.  The  judicial  dissolution  of  the 
unconstitutional  Bipartisan  Board  effectively  ended  its  protest.  This  Court  has 
taken  that  position  once  before,  in  Furgiuele  v.  N.C.  State  Bd.  of  Flees.  &  Ethics 
Enforcement,  Wake  Cty.  No.  17-CVS-15132  (N.C.  Super.  Ct.  Dec.  14,  2017).  There, 
the  Honorable  Paul  C.  Ridgeway  concluded  that  the  State  Board's  non-existence — 
which  then  was  due  to  proceedings  in  Cooper  I — was  an  effective  denial  of  any 
matter  brought  before  it.  Judge  Ridgeway  concluded,  "Under  the  unique  and 
narrow  circumstances  of  a  vacant  State  Board,  the  agency's  inability  to  resolve 
petitions  and  act  on  other  statutorily  mandated  matters  are  effectively  denials  [.]" 
Id.  1  8. 

Second,  and  in  addition,  the  law  has  changed.  Compare  the  election 
law  in  effect  in  1964,  when  Ponder  was  decided,  to  current  Chapter  163.  Section 
163-97  (1964)  is  instructive.  That  1964  statute,  governing  Certificates  of  Election, 
provided: 

After  the  State  Board  of  Elections  shall  have  ascertained 
the  result  of  the  election  as  hereinbefore  provided,  they 
shall  cause  the  result  to  be  certified  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  who  shall  prepare  a  certificate  for  each  person 
elected,  and  shall  sign  the  same,  which  certificate  he  shall 
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deliver  to  the  person  elected,  when  he  shall  demand  the 
same. 

N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163-97  (1964).  That  statute,  in  updated  form,  now  provides: 

In  ballot  items  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  State  Board 
of  Elections,  the  State  Board  of  Elections  shall  issue  a 
certificate  of  nomination  or  election,  or  a  certificate  of  the 
results  of  the  referendum,  as  appropriate.  The  certificate 
shall  be  issued  by  the  State  Board  six  days  after  the 
completion  of  the  canvass  pursuant  to  G.S.  163-182.5, 
unless  there  is  an  election  protest  pending.  If  there  is  an 
election  protest,  the  certificate  of  nomination  or  election 
or  the  certificate  of  the  result  of  the  referendum  shall  be 
issued  in  one  of  the  following  ways,  as  appropriate: 

(1)  The  certificate  shall  be  issued  10  days  after  the 
final  decision  of  the  State  Board  on  the  election 
protest,  unless  the  State  Board  has  ordered  a  new 
election  or  the  issuance  of  the  certificate  is  stayed 
hy  the  Superior  Court  of  Wake  County  pursuant  to 
G.S.  163-182.14. 

(2)  If  the  decision  of  the  State  Board  has  been 
appealed  to  the  Superior  Court  of  Wake  County 
and  the  court  has  stayed  the  certification,  the 
certificate  shall  be  issued  five  days  after  the  entry 
of  a  final  order  in  the  case  in  the  Superior  Court  of 
Wake  County,  unless  that  court  or  an  appellate 
court  orders  otherwise. 

N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  163-182. 15(b)(l)-(2)  (emphases  added). The  new  statute  now 
imposes  mandatory  deadlines.  Those  deadlines  remove  the  issuance  of  a  Certificate 
of  Election  from  the  realm  of  discretion.  When  the  requirements  of  that  section  are 
met — as  they  are  here — the  State  Board  must  issue  a  Certificate. 

It  follows,  then,  that  in  these  rare  circumstances  the  Certification  of 
Election  should  have  issued  as  a  ministerial  act.  Unfortunately,  the  State  Board 
tried  to  extend  and  transform  its  statutory  authority  to  take  a  ministerial  act  and  to 


Section  163-182. 15(b),  subparts  3  and  4,  involve  election  to  the  General  Assembly  and  have  no 
bearing  on  this  case. 
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turn  it  into  a  discretionary  decision.  Either  as  a  ministerial  act  or  an  abuse  of 
discretion,  the  certification  should  issue. 

IV.  The  State  Board  has  refused  to  issue  a  Certificate 
of  Election,  and  therefore  the  Writ  is  necessary. 

The  State  Board  has  refused  to  issue  a  Certificate  of  Election  to 
Dr.  Harris,  despite  its  obligation  to  do  so.  As  noted,  there  are  two  alternative 
theories  under  which  Dr.  Harris  is  entitled  to  a  Certificate  of  Election. 

First,  if  the  Bipartisan  Board's  motion  was  not  a  proper  protest,  it 
clearly  was  under  an  obligation  to  issue  Dr.  Harris  a  Certificate  of  Election  and  has 
not  done  so.  Section  163-182. 15(b)  provides,  "In  ballot  items  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  State  Board  of  Elections,  the  State  Board  of  Elections  shall  issue  a  certificate 
of  nomination  or  election,  or  a  certificate  of  the  results  of  the  referendum,  as 
appropriate.  The  certificate  shall  be  issued  by  the  State  Board  six  days  after  the 
completion  of  the  canvass  pursuant  to  G.S.  163-182.5."  That  means  Dr.  Harris' 
Certificate  should  have  issued  no  later  than  December  6,  2018.  Well  more  than  a 
month  has  passed  since  that  time  and  Dr.  Harris  remains  without  a  Certificate  of 
Election. 

Second,  if  the  Court  were  to  conclude  that  the  Bipartisan  Board's 
motion  was  an  election  protest,  the  Bipartisan  Board  denied  Dr.  Harris  a  Certificate 
of  Election  on  December  28,  2018,  when  it  dissolved.  Again,  in  Furgiuele,  Wake 
Cty.  No.  17-CVS-15132,  Judge  Ridgeway  concluded  that  the  State  Board's 
non-existence  effectively  denied  any  matter  brought  before  it.  He  concluded,  "Under 
the  unique  and  narrow  circumstances  of  a  vacant  State  Board,  the  agency's  inability 
to  resolve  petitions  and  act  on  other  statutorily  mandated  matters  are  effectively 
denials [.]"  Id.  1  8.  This  denial  triggered  a  10-day  time  constraint  to  issue  the 
Certificate  of  Election  on  or  before  January  7,  2019. 

Under  either  of  those  theories,  then,  the  State  Board  has  refused  to 
issue  to  Dr.  Harris  a  Certificate  of  Election. 
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V.  Dr.  Harris  has  no  other  legal  remedy. 

Dr.  Harris  lacks  an  adequate  legal  remedy  other  than  mandamus. 
Whether  the  Court  agrees  that  the  State  Board  filed  no  protest,  or  whether  it 
concludes  that  the  State  Board  did  file  a  protest  in  the  Ninth  District  election, 
Dr.  Harris  lacks  any  adequate  legal  remedy. 

Under  either  theory  outlined  above,  the  election  law  provides  that  a 
Certificate  of  Election  must  issue.  Yet  none  has.  The  State  Board's  failure  to  issue 
a  Certificate  before  it  was  dissolved  leaves  Dr.  Harris  in  a  legal  no-man's  land. 
Dr.  Harris  cannot  petition  the  State  Board  to  issue  any  Certificate.  It  does  not  exist 
and,  therefore,  has  no  power  to  act.  By  the  same  token.  Dr.  Harris  cannot  "appeal" 
any  decision  made  by  the  State  Board.  His  only  remedy  is  the  Writ.  For  one  thing, 
the  State  Board  does  not  exist  to  defend  its  decision  on  appeal.  For  another,  an 
appeal  requires  that  the  appellant  be  "aggrieved"  by  a  "final  decision."  N.C.  Gen. 
Stat.  §  163- 182. 14(b).  The  State  Board's  "effective  denial"  of  its  own  protest  is  not  a 
final,  appealable  decision.  Indeed,  Judge  Ridgeway's  use  of  mandamus  in 
comparable  circumstances,  see  Furgiuele,  Wake  Cty.  No.  17-CVS-15132  1  8,  shows 
as  much.  By  effectively  denying  its  own  protest,  the  State  Board  agreed  with 
Dr.  Harris:  Dr.  Harris  deserves  to  be  seated  in  the  116th  Congress. 

CONCLUSION 

For  those  reasons.  Dr.  Harris  requests  that  this  Court  enter  an  Order 
commanding  the  State  Board's  Executive  Director  to  issue  to  him  a  Certificate  of 
Election.  In  the  alternative.  Dr.  Harris  requests  that  this  Court  enter  an  Order 
commanding  the  State  Board,  when  operative,  to  issue  that  Certificate.  Finally, 
Dr.  Harris  requests  that  this  Court  enter  an  Order  commanding  the  Executive 
Director  of  the  State  Board  to  release  immediately  any  investigation  materials  or 
report  detailing  the  State  Board's  findings.  Without  those  findings,  the  cloud  of 
suspicion  surrounding  both  the  Ninth  District  election  and  Dr.  Harris'  good  name — 
a  cloud  entirely  of  the  State  Board's  making — will  persist. 
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EXHIBIT  A 


STATE  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA 


IN  THE  GENERAL  COURT  OF  JUSTICE 
SUPERIOR  COURT  DIVISION 
COUNTY  OF  WAKE  1 8  CVS  3348 

FILEO 


21113  OCT  I  b  <  P  1):  l(g 

ROY  A.  COOPER,  III,  in  his  official  capacity 
as  GOVERNOR  OF  THE  STATE  OF 
NORTH  CAROLINA,  '  it  “  . 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

PHILIP  E.  BERGER,  in  his  official  capacity  ORDER 

as  PRESIDENT  PRO  TEMPORE  OF  THE 

NORTH  CAROLINA  SENATE;  TIMOTHY 

K.  MOORE,  in  his  official  capacity  as 

SPEAKER  OF  THE  NORTH  CAROLINA 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES;  and  THE 

STATE  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA, 

Defendants. 


THIS  CAUSE  coming  on  to  be  heard  and  being  heard  before  the  undersigned  duly- 
appointed  three-judge  Court  during  the  July  26,  2018,  special  session  of  Wake  County  Superior 
Court  upon  (1)  the  Motion  to  Dismiss  filed  by  Defendants  Philip  E.  Berger,  in  his  official  capacity 
as  President  Pro  Tempore  of  the  North  Carolina  Senate,  and  Timothy  K.  Moore,  in  his  official 
capacity  as  Speaker  of  the  North  Carolina  House  of  Representatives  (“Legislative  Defendants”) 
and  (2)  the  Motion  for  Summary  Judgment  filed  by  Plaintiff  Roy  A.  Cooper,  III,  in  his  official 
capacity  as  Governor  of  the  State  of  North  Carolina  regarding  the  constitutionality  of  Part  VIII  of 
Session  Law  2018-2,  and  Sections  7(h)  (composition  of  county  boards  and  rotation  of  chair  of 
county  boards)  and  17  (appointment  of  executive  director  of  Bipartisan  State  Board)  of  Session 
Law  2017-6.  The  Plaintiff  challenges  each  of  these  sections  individually  and  standing  alone,  as 
well  as  making  a  facial  constitutional  challenge  to  these  entire  statutes. 


This  Court  heard  arguments  from  counsel  Jim  W.  Phillips,  Eric  M.  David,  and  Daniel  F.E. 
Smith  of  Brooks,  Pierce,  McLendon,  Humphrey  &  Leonard,  LLP  for  Plaintiff,  and  heard 
arguments  from  counsel  Noah  H.  Huffstetler,  III  and  D.  Martin  Warf  of  Nelson  Mullins  Riley  & 
Scarborough  LLP  for  Defendants.  The  motions  have  been  fully  briefed,  and  the  motions  are  ripe 
for  consideration.  Upon  consideration  of  all  matters  of  record  and  affidavits  on  file,  the  Court 
finds  and  concludes  as  follows: 


I. 

Background  of  Session  Law  2017-6 

1.  Session  Law  2017-6  was  enacted  into  law  on  April  25,  2017,  and  reorganized  the 
State  Board  of  Elections  (“Board  of  Elections”)  and  the  State  Ethics  Commission  (“Ethics 
Commission”)  into  the  Bipartisan  State  Board  of  Elections  and  Ethics  Enforcement  (“Bipartisan 
State  Board”).'  The  Bipartisan  State  Board  was  to  consist  of  eight  members  to  be  appointed  by 
the  Governor — four  from  each  of  the  two  largest  political  parties — ^to  be  selected  from  lists 
provided  by  the  State  party.  Members  could  be  removed  by  the  Governor  from  the  State  Board 
only  for  misfeasance,  malfeasance,  or  nonfeasance. 

2.  On  April  26,  2017,  Plaintiff  filed  suit  in  Wake  County  Superior  Court  Case  No.  17 
CVS  5084,  raising  a  facial  constitutional  challenge  to  Sections  3  through  22  of  Session  Law  2017- 
6  (codified  as  Chapter  163A)  and  seeking  to  enjoin  the  enforcement  thereof. 

3.  On  June  1,  2017,  this  Court  entered  its  unanimous  Order  granting  Defendants’ 
Motion  to  Dismiss  pursuant  to  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  lA-1,  Rule  12(b)(1)  for  lack  of  subject  matter 
jurisdiction  based  upon  a  non-justiciable  political  question  and  dismissing  Plaintiff’s  constitutional 
challenge  to  Sections  3  through  22  of  Session  Law  2017-6. 


'  Session  Law  2017-6  also  repealed  Part  I  of  Session  Law  2016-125,  a  law  passed  by  the  General 
Assembly  at  the  end  of  2016  that  was  an  earlier  effort  to  merge  the  Board  of  Elections  and  the 
Ethics  Commission  and  which  this  Court  found  unconstitutional.  An  appeal  was  taken  but 
dismissed  as  moot  when  Session  Law  2017-6  was  passed. 
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4.  On  June  30,  2017,  Plaintiff  filed  his  Petition  for  Discretionary  Review  prior  to 
review  by  the  Court  of  Appeals,  which  was  granted  by  the  Supreme  Court  on  July  19,  2017. 

5.  Following  oral  argument,  the  Supreme  Court  asked  this  Court  to  provide  additional 
information  regarding  this  Court’s  June  1,  2017  decision,  and  the  Supreme  Court  also  asked  this 
Court  to  determine  how  it  would  rule  on  the  merits  if,  in  fact,  there  was  subject  matter  jurisdiction. 

6.  On  October  31,2017,  this  Court  certified  to  the  Supreme  Court  an  Order  providing 
findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law  supporting  its  decision  to  dismiss  the  action  pursuant  to 
lack  of  subject  matter  jurisdiction  and  also  providing  a  unanimous  indicative  ruling  that  Session 
Law  2017-6  was  not  unconstitutional. 

7.  On  January  26,  2018,  the  Supreme  Court,  in  a  4-3  decision,  issued  its  opinion 
reversing  and  remanding  this  Court’s  June  1,  2017  order,  see  Cooper  v.  Berger,  370  N.C.  392, 
422,  809  S.E.2d  98,  117  (2018),  finding  that  the  General  Assembly’s  merger  of  the  Board  of 
Elections  and  Ethics  Commission  into  the  Bipartisan  State  Board  was  a  constitutional  exercise  of 
its  authority  but  that  provisions  of  Session  Law  2017-6  relating  to  the  membership  of  and 
appointment  to  the  Bipartisan  State  Board  were  unconstitutional.  Id.  at  409,  415-16,  809  S.E.2d 
at  108,  1 12.  In  its  opinion,  predicated  on  its  interpretation  of  McCrory  v.  Berger,  368  N.C.  633 
(2016),  the  Supreme  Court  expressly  discussed  Plaintiffs  arguments  regarding  the 
unconstitutionality  of  the  selection  of  the  Executive  Director  of  the  Bipartisan  State  Board,  the 
composition  of  the  county  boards  of  elections,  and  the  rotation  of  the  chair  of  the  Bipartisan  State 
Board  among  political  parties  but  expressed  no  opinion  regarding  any  possible  independent 
separation-of-powers  violations  created  by  those  provisions.  Id.  at  420-21,  809  S.E.2d  at  1 15-16. 

8.  The  case  was  remanded  to  this  Court  for  entry  of  a  final  judgment,  see  id.  at  422, 
809  S.E.2d  at  116,  and,  on  March  5,  2018,  this  Court  entered  its  Final  Judgment  declaring  N.C. 
Gen.  Stat.  §  163A-2  void  and  of  no  effect  and  permanently  enjoining  §  163A-2.  This  Court  did 
not  invalidate  any  other  portion  of  Session  Law  2017-6,  although  Plaintiffs  counsel  argued  that 
all  of  Sections  3  through  22  of  the  Session  Law  should  be  voided  following  the  Supreme  Court’s 
opinion. 
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9.  On  March  6,  2018,  Plaintiff  filed  his  Motion  to  Enforce  Mandate,  requesting  that 
the  Supreme  Court  declare  Sections  3  through  22  of  Session  Law  2017-6  void  and  of  no  effect. 
On  March  13,  2018,  the  Supreme  Court  entered  its  per  curiam  Order  denying  the  Motion  to 
Enforce  Mandate. 


Back£round  of  Session  Law  2018-2 

10.  On  February  13,  2018,  House  Bill  90,  which  contains  material  amendments  to  § 
163A-2,  was  ratified  and  presented  to  the  Governor  for  his  action.  Under  House  Bill  90,  the 
Bipartisan  State  Board  consists  of  nine  members;  the  Governor  appoints  four  members  from  each 
of  the  State’s  two  largest  political  parties  (i.e.,  the  Democratic  and  Republican  parties)  from  lists 
of  six  nominees  provided  to  the  Governor  by  the  State  party  chairs  for  the  two  parties.  The  ninth 
member  is  not  to  be  affiliated  with  either  the  Democratic  or  Republican  party  but  is  to  be  appointed 
by  the  Governor  from  a  list  of  two  nominees  submitted  by  the  other  eight  members  of  the 
Bipartisan  State  Board.  Any  member  of  the  Bipartisan  State  Board  may  be  removed  by  the 
Governor  in  his  discretion. 

11.  On  March  1 6, 201 8,  House  Bill  90  became  Session  Law  20 1 8-2  when  the  Governor 
neither  approved  nor  returned  House  Bill  90  to  the  General  Assembly  with  his  objections  in  the 
time  allowed  by  law.  See  N.C.  Const.  Art.  II,  Sec.  2(7)  (after  bill  is  presented  to  the  Governor,  it 
shall  become  a  law  unless,  within  30  days  after  adjournment  for  more  than  30  days,  it  is  returned 
by  the  Governor  with  objections  and  veto  message). 

12.  These  previous  and  new  statutes  are  sometimes  referred  to  collectively  herein  as 
the  “Acts.” 


Procedural  Background 

13.  On  March  13,  2018,  Plaintiff  filed  his  Verified  Complaint  bringing  a  facial 
challenge  to  the  constitutionality  of  (1)  Part  VIII  of  Session  Law  2018-2;  (2)  Part  VIII  of  Session 
Law  2018-2  together  with  the  “unamended  portions”  of  Session  Law  2017-6;  (3)  Sections  7(h) 
and  17  of  Session  Law  2017-6,  separately;  and  (4)  the  Rotating  Chair  Provisions  of  Session  Law 
2018-2  and  Session  Law  2017-6. 
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14.  By  Order  dated  March  14,  2018,  and  pursuant  to  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  1-267.1,  Chief 
Justice  Mark  Martin  of  the  North  Carolina  Supreme  Court  assigned  the  undersigned  to  the  three- 
judge  Court  to  hear  Plaintiffs  constitutional  challenge. 


15. 

On  May  1,  2018,  Defendants  filed  their  Motion  to  Dismiss  and  Answer  to  Verified 

Complaint. 

16. 

On  June  15,  2018,  Plaintiff  filed  his  Motion  for  Summary  Judgment. 

North  Carolina  Constitutional  Provisions  Imnlicated 

1 7.  “The  legislative,  executive,  and  supreme  judicial  powers  of  the  State  government 
shall  be  forever  separate  and  distinct  from  each  other.”  Article  I,  Sec.  6. 

1 8.  “The  legislative  power  of  the  State  shall  be  vested  in  the  General  Assembly,  which 
shall  consist  of  a  Senate  and  a  House  of  Representatives.”  Article  11,  Section  1 . 


19. 

“The  executive  power  of  the  State  shall  be  vested  in  the  Governor.”  Article  III, 

Section  1. 

20. 

“The  Governor  shall  take  care  that  the  laws  be  faithfully  executed.”  Article  III, 

Section  5(4). 

II. 

Standards  of  Review  on  Constitutional  Challenge 

21 .  When  assessing  a  challenge  to  the  constitutionality  of  legislation,  this  Court’s  duty 
is  to  determine  whether  the  General  Assembly  has  complied  with  the  Constitution.  If 
constitutional  requirements  are  met,  the  wisdom  of  the  legislation  is  a  question  for  the  General 
Assembly.  Hartv.  State,  368  N.C.  122, 126  (2015).  The  party  meeting  the  constitutional  challenge 
must  show  there  are  no  circumstances  under  which  the  statute  might  be  unconstitutional.  Hart  v. 
State,  368  N.C.  122(2015). 
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22.  Plaintiffs  claim  is  a  facial  constitutional  challenge  to  a  law  based  on  an  alleged 
violation  of  the  separation  of  powers,  in  particular  the  ability  of  the  Governor  to  faithfully  execute 
the  laws. 


III. 

Findings  of  Fact,  Conclusions  of  Law,  and  Judicial  Rulings 

A.  Doctrine  of  Res  Judicata 

23.  As  noted  above  in  paragraph  2,  previously  in  Wake  County  Superior  Court  Case 
17-CVS-5084,  Plaintiff  successfully  challenged  Sections  3  through  22  of  Session  Law  2017-6  as 
being  unconstitutional,  which  includes  Sections  7(h)  and  1 7,  but  did  not  raise  the  claims  as  to  these 
or  any  other  provisions  of  Session  Law  2017-6. 

24.  In  this  current  action.  Plaintiff  has  alleged  for  the  first  time  that  Sections  7(h)  and 
1 7  of  Session  Law  2017-6,  which  were  not  amended  by  Session  Law  2018-2,  are  unconstitutional. 

25.  Defendants  have  asserted  the  affirmative  defense  of  res  judicata  as  to  those  new 
claims.  The  requisite  elements  of  res  judicata  are:  1)  The  parties  are  the  same  as  in  the  first  action; 
2)  The  claim  alleged  in  the  current  action  is  the  same  as  in  the  prior  action;  and  3)  There  was  a 
final  judgment  rendered  on  the  raised  claim.  Moody  v.  Able  Outdoor,  Inc.,  169  N.C.  App.  80,  84 
(2005). 


26.  Under  the  doctrine  of  res  judicata,  any  right,  fact,  or  question  in  issue  and  directly 
adjudicated  on  or  necessarily  involved  in  the  determination  of  an  action  before  a  competent 
court... on  the  merits  is  conclusively  settled  by  the  judgment  therein  cannot  again  be  litigated 
between  the  parties  and  privies.  Gaither  Corp.  v.  Skinner,  241  N.C.  532,  535,  85  S.E.2d  909,  91 1 
(1955)  (emphasis  added). 

27.  Defendants  concede  that  not  all  constitutional  claims  Plaintiff  alleges  in  this  action 
are  barred  by  res  judicata.  (Defendants’  attorney,  Mr.  Warf,  trial  transcript,  pp.  12-1  A). 

28.  Plaintiff  contends  that  the  newly  enacted  provisions  of  Session  Law  2018-2,  the 
constitutionality  of  which  Plaintiff  has  challenged  in  this  action,  have  changed  the  totality  of  the 
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circumstances  in  the  case  which  the  Court  must  analyze  to  determine  whether  the  elements  of 
judicata  are  satisfied.  (Plaintiffs  attorney,  Mr.  Smith,  Trial  Transcript  p.  95), 

29.  Defendants  cite  City  of  Asheville  v.  State,  192  N.C.  App.  1  (2008),  as  a  primary 
legal  authority  in  support  of  their  argument.  In  that  decision,  the  Court  of  Appeals  found  that  res 
judicata  barred  a  challenge  against  several  statutes,  setting  forth  three  reasons: 

1)  The  city  had  previously  litigated  an  earlier  constitutional  challenge  to  the 
previously  enacted  statute,  provisions  of  which  were  newly  challenged  in 
the  later  action; 

2)  Nothing  prevented  the  city  from  raising  all  possible  constitutional  claims  to 
that  statute  in  the  previous  action; 

3)  The  Supreme  Court  expressly  ruled  the  statute  was  not  constitutional. 

30.  The  decision  of  City  of  Asheville  v.  State,  Supra  is  distinguished  from  the  facts  of 
this  case.  In  the  instant  case,  neither  the  second  or  third  criteria  of  the  Supreme  Court’s  analysis  in 
Asheville  exists.  The  General  Assembly  has  changed  the  statutory  scheme  of  the  Acts,  which 
impacts  the  nature  and  effect  of  the  laws  as  a  whole.  In  Cooper,  there  was  no  holding  that  any 
portion  of  2017-6  not  challenged  was  either  constitutional  or  unconstitutional.  Instead,  the 
Supreme  Court  made  its  decision  on  a  narrow  ground,  invalidating  a  small  portion  of  Session  Law 
2017-6.  Rather  than  ruling  on  the  overall  constitutionality  of  2017-6,  the  Supreme  Court  afforded 
the  General  Assembly  the  opportunity  to  enact  new  provisions  which  would  meet  the  constitutional 
standard.  In  doing  so,  the  Supreme  Court  did  not  abdicate  its  judicial  role  as  to  determining  the 
constitutionality  of  a  law  which  could  be  amended,  but  instead  gave  due  deference  and  respect  for 
the  separate  legislative  branch  of  government. 

3 1 .  Defendants  acknowledge  that  a  change  in  the  totality  of  circumstances  can  result  in 
a  different  adjudication  in  a  subsequent  challenge  to  a  law  which  has  undergone  some  legislative 
changes: 


It  was  the  totality  of  the  circumstances  limitations  on  appointment, 

supervision  and  removal  that  led  to  the  Court’s  determination  that  the 
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provisions  of  Session  Law  2017-6  concerning  the  membership  on  an 
appointment  to  the  bipartisan  board  was  unconstitutional.  Any  material 
change  to  just  one  of  the  factors  in  the  totality  of  the  circumstances  could 
lead  to  a  different  constitutional  outcome.  (Defendants’  Memorandum  In 
Support  of  Motion  to  Dismiss,  p.  9). 

32.  By  passing  Session  Law  2018-2,  the  legislature  has  changed  the  totality  of  the 
circumstances  of  the  nature  and  effect  of  the  Acts.  Thus,  the  entire  statutory  scheme  as  a  whole 
has  changed.  Even  the  unmodified  portions  of  the  2017-6  legislation,  are  changed  in  now  that  they 
are  contained  in  an  entirely  different  law  and  viewed  in  an  entirely  different  context  from  when 
the  Court  previously  reviewed  them. 

33.  The  Supreme  Court  in  Cooper  made  plain  that  the  overall  structure  of  the  statutory 
scheme  could  well  affect  the  constitutional  challenge.  Indeed,  the  very  example  it  used  was  how 
the  Bipartisan  State  Board  is  structured,  which  is  precisely  what  the  General  Assembly  changed  in 
adopting  Session  Law  2018-2: 

As  the  bipartisan  State  Board  is  structured  in  Session  Law  2017-6,  the 
General  Assembly’s  decision  to  appoint  the  Executive  Director  of  the 
Bipartisan  State  Board  and  to  preclude  the  Bipartisan  State  Board  from 
either  selecting  a  new  Executive  Director  prior  to  May  2019  or  removing 
the  Executive  Director  in  the  absence  of  “cause,”  N.C.G.S.  §  163A-6(b), 
could  impermissibly  constrain  the  Governor’s  ability  to  ensure  that  the  laws 
are  faithfully  executed.  See  McCroiy,  368  N.C.  at  645-46,  781  S.E.2d  at 
256-57.  On  the  other  hand,  in  the  event  that  the  membership  of  the 
Bipartisan  State  Board  is  structured  in  such  a  manner  as  to  pass 
constitutional  muster  under  Article  III,  Section  5(4)  of  the  North  Carolina 
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Constitution  and  the  Board  is  given  adequate  control  over  the  manner  in 
which  the  duties  assigned  to  the  Executive  Director  are  performed,  the 
Bipartisan  State  Board’s  ability  to  supervise  and  control  the  actions  of  the 
Executive  Director  might  suffice  to  give  the  Governor  adequate  control  over 
the  Executive  Director’s  activities,  which  appear  to  be  primarily 
administrative  in  nature,  for  separation-of-powers  purposes.  Cooper  v. 

Berger,  Supra,  pp.  38-39. 

34.  In  Cooper  v.  Berger,  the  Supreme  Court  declined  to  rule  on  the  constitutionality  of 
the  2017-6  as  to  the  Executive  Director,  which  is  now  challenged: 

For  that  reason,  an  interim  appointment  to  the  position  of  Executive 
Director  of  the  Bipartisan  State  Board  made  by  the  General  Assembly  for  a 
limited  term  might  not  constitute  a  separation-of-powers  violation  in  the 
event  that  the  Governor  otherwise  has  sufficient  control  over  the  Bipartisan 
State  Board.  For  that  reason,  given  our  determination  that,  in  light  of  the 
totality  of  the  circumstances,  the  marmer  in  which  the  members  of  the 
Bipartisan  State  Board  must  be  selected  pursuant  to  Session  Law  2017-6  is 
constitutionally  invalid,  we  need  not  reach  the  issue  of  whether  the 
provisions  governing  the  selection  of  the  Executive  Director  constitute  a 
separate  violation  of  Article  III,  Section  5(4)  of  the  North  Carolina 
Constitution  at  this  time  and  decline  to  do  so.  Cooper  v.  Berger,  Supra, 


35.  The  Supreme  Court  in  Cooper  also  expressly  left  open  the  constitutional  issues 
regarding  the  chair  positions  at  the  structure  of  the  county  boards  of  elections,  which  is  now 
challenged: 

[We]  express  no  opinion  concerning  the  extent,  if  any,  to  which  an 
independent  separation-of-powers  challenge  relating  to  provisions  of 
Session  Law  2017-6  governing  the  rotation  of  the  office  of  chair  of  the 
Bipartisan  State  Board  among  the  two  largest  political  parties  or  the 
provisions  of  Session  Law  2017-6  governing  the  [evenly  divided] 
composition  of  the  county  boards  of  elections  would  have  merit.  Id.  at  421, 
809S.E.2dat  116. 

36.  North  Carolina  courts  have  held  that  res  judicata  does  not  bar  a  claim  when  the 
court  in  the  prior  action  refused  to  resolve  an  issue  presented  by  the  parties,  which  is  what  the 
Supreme  Court  did  in  Cooper. 

See  e.g.,  Bockweg  v.  Anderson,  333  N.C.  486,  492,  428  S.E.2d  157,  161 
(1993)  (“Where  the  second  action  between  the  same  parties  is  upon  a 
different  claim,  the  prior  judgment  serves  as  a  bar  only  as  to  the  issues 
actually  litigated  and  determined  in  the  original  action.”);  Thomas  M. 
Mclnnis  &  Associates,  Inc.  v.  Hall,  3 18  N.C.  421, 427, 349  S.E.2d  552,  556 
(1986)  (noting  one  purpose  of  res  judicata  is  to  prevent  relitigation  of 
“previously  decided  matters”  (emphasis  added)).  So  a  prior  proceeding 
where  a  court  had  denied  a  motion  for  moneys  (sic)  to  be  paid  in  the  hands 
of  receivers  was  not  “an  adjudication  on  the  merits”  when  it  “expressly  left 
the  merits  of  the  matter  open  for  future  adjudication.”  Whitmire  v.  First  Fed. 
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Sav.  &  Loan  Ass ’n  of  Hendersonville,  23  N.C.  App.  39, 42, 208  S.E.2(i  248, 

250-51  (1974). 

37.  The  “totality  of  the  circumstance”  consideration  is  the  appropriate  analysis  to  be 
employed  by  the  Court,  and  this  Court  finds  the  new  statute.  Session  Law  2018-2,  alters  the 
“totality  of  the  circumstances”  of  the  Acts. 

38.  For  the  foregoing  reasons,  this  Court  unanimously  finds  as  fact  and  concludes  as  a 
matter  of  law  that  the  doctrine  of  res  judicata  does  not  prevent  Plaintiff  fi’om  raising  constitutional 
challenges  for  the  first  time  in  this  action  as  to  portions  of  the  statute  in  effect  at  the  time  Plaintiff 
filed  his  previous  lawsuit  in  17-CVS-5084. 

B.  Structure  of  the  State  Board 

39.  The  Supreme  Court  has  held  that  the  State  Board  is  primarily  administrative  or 
executive  in  character.  Cooper,  370  N.C.  at  415,  809  S.E.2d  at  112;  see  also,  e.g..  Session  Law 
2017-6,  §  4(c)  (enacting  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163A-5,  which  directs  the  State  Board  to  “exercise  its 
statutory  powers,  duties,  functions,  and  authority  and  .  .  .  have  all  powers  and  duties  conferred 
upon  the  heads  of  principal  departments  under  G.S.  143B- 1 0.”);  State  ex  rel.  Wallace  v.  Bone,  304 
N.C.  591,  608,  286  S.E.2d  79,  88  (1982)  (finding  it  “crystal  clear”  that  the  Environmental 
Management  Commission  is  an  executive  agency). 

40.  Part  VIII  of  Session  Law  2018-2  creates  a  nine-member  Bipartisan  State  Board  of 
Elections  and  Ethics  Enforcement  (“State  Board”).  As  described  in  paragraph  10,  four  members 
must  be  appointed  from  a  list  of  six  candidates  submitted  to  the  Governor  by  the  chair  of  the 
Republican  Party  and  four  must  be  appointed  from  a  list  of  six  candidates  submitted  to  the 
Governor  by  the  chair  of  the  Democratic  Party.  The  final  member,  an  individual  who  is  not  a 
registered  voter  with  the  Democratic  or  Republican  Party,  must  be  appointed  by  the  Governor  fi-om 
two  names  provided  to  the  Governor  by  the  other  eight  members  of  the  State  Board. 

41.  The  Governor  is  not  empowered  to  appoint  a  majority  of  the  State  Board.  Instead 
he  appoints  four  members  that  will  reflect  his  views  and  priorities.  An  evenly  split  board— which 
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is  the  same  structure  held  unconstitutional  by  Cooper — ^is  tasked  with  nominating  the  potential 
ninth  member  of  the  board.  This  creates  a  scenario  in  which  four  members  appointed  by  the  chair 
of  the  political  party  opposed  to  the  Governor  have  the  power  to  disapprove  any  and  even  all  such 
nominees  until  they  comply  with  the  policy  views  and  priorities  of  the  political  party  opposed  to 
the  Governor. 

42.  The  Governor  may  remove  any  member  for  any  reason.  However,  for  a  majority  of 
State  Board  members,  the  Governor  does  not  have  the  ability  to  select  replacements  who  will 
reflect  his  views  and  priorities.  Instead,  for  a  majority  of  members  of  the  State  Board,  the  nominee 
to  replace  a  removed  member  will  reflect  policy  views  and  priorities  of  the  political  party  opposed 
to  the  Governor.  This  fails  to  provide  the  Governor  with  constitutionally  sufficient  removal  power 
over  the  State  Board. 

43.  The  Governor’s  inability  to  appoint  a  majority  of  State  Board  members  who  share 
his  policy  views  and  priorities,  and  to  remove  and  replace  a  majority  of  members,  substantially 
undermines  his  ability  to  ensure  these  policy  views  and  priorities  are  implemented  and  effectuated. 

44.  Applying  McCrory,  368  N.C.  633  (2016)  at  635,  the  Supreme  Court  in  Cooper 
elaborated  on  the  exact  nature  of  executive  control  that  our  Constitution  grants  and  reserves  to  the 
Governor,  explaining: 

Although  we  did  not  explicitly  define  “control”  for  separation-of-powers 
purposes  in  McCrory,  we  have  no  doubt  that  the  relevant  constitutional 
provision,  instead  of  simply  contemplating  that  the  Governor  v^ll  have  the 
ability  to  preclude  others  from  forcing  him  or  her  to  execute  the  laws  in  a 
manner  to  which  he  or  she  objects,  also  contemplates  that  the  Governor  will 
have  the  ability  to  affirmatively  implement  the  policy  decisions  that 
executive  branch  agencies  subject  to  his  or  her  control  are  allowed,  through 
delegation  from  the  General  Assembly,  to  make  as  well. 
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Cooper,  370  N.C.  at  414—15  (emphasis  added).  Because  the  legislature  structured  the  State  Board 
to  deprive  the  Governor  of  such  control,  the  Court  concluded  that  “the  manner  in  which  the 
membership  of  the  Bipartisan  State  Board  is  structured  and  operates  under  Session  Law  2017-6 
impermissibly,  facially,  and  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt  interferes  with  the  Governor’s  ability  to 
ensure  that  the  laws  are  faithfully  executed  as  required  by  Article  III,  Section  5(4)  of  the  North 
Carolina.”  Id.  at  418. 

45.  Cooper,  McCrory,  and  earlier  precedent  establish  that  there  are  two  types  of 
violations  of  the  separation  of  powers,  which  occur  “  ‘when  one  branch  exercises  power  that  the 
constitution  vests  exclusively  in  another  branch’  or  ‘when  the  actions  of  one  branch  prevent 
another  branch  from  performing  its  constitutional  duties.’  ”  Cooper,  370  N.C.  at  414,  (quoting 
McCrory,  368  N.C.  at  645);  see  Ivarsson  v.  Office  of  Indigent  Def  Servs.,  156  N.C.  App.  628, 631 
(2003). 


46.  The  Acts  violate  the  North  Carolina  Constitution  in  both  ways.  The  General 
Assembly  improperly  exercises  executive  power  through  the  legislative  appointment  of  the 
Executive  Director  of  the  State  Board,  the  chief  state  elections  official  vested  with  day-to-day 
supervisory  powers  over  the  enforcement  of  ethics,  election,  lobbying,  and  campaign  finance  laws. 
Moreover,  the  Acts  interfere  with  the  Governor’s  faithful  execution  of  the  laws  by  structuring  the 
State  Board  in  a  manner  that  fails  to  ensure  the  Governor’s  “ability  to  affirmatively  implement” 
executive  policy  decisions.  Cooper,  370  N.C.  at  415,  809  S.E.2d  at  112. 

47.  A  majority  of  this  Court  finds  as  fact  that  the  structure  of  the  State  Board  as  an 
individual  provision  and  standing  alone  fails  to  provide  the  Governor  with  constitutionally 
sufficient  control,  and  therefore  it  violates  separation  of  powers  and  is  thus  unconstitutional. 

Judge  Foster  dissents  from  these  findings,  conclusions,  and  rulings. 
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Executive  Director  of  the  State  Board 


48.  Through  the  Acts,  the  General  Assembly  appoints  the  Executive  Director  of  the 
State  Board  until  at  least  May  2019.^  Session  Law  2017-6,  §  17.  Under  the  Acts,  the  Executive 
Director  is  the  “chief  State  elections  official”  who  is  “responsible  for  staffing,  administration,  and 
execution  of  the  State  Board’s  decisions  and  orders.”  See  Session  Law  2017-6,  §  4  (enacting  §§ 
163A-6(c)  and  (d)).  Ms.  Strach  was  initially  hired  by  the  SBOE  on  a  3-2  partisan  vote  following 
Governor  McCrory’s  election  and  Governor  McCrory’s  appointment  of  a  majority  Republican 
Board.  See  Deposition  of  Kimberly  Westbrook  Strach  (“Strach  Dep.”)  (Feb.  24,  2017)  pp.  43-45. 

49.  The  State  Board  has  the  powers  and  duties  of  a  principal  department.  Session  Law 
2017-6,  §  4(c)  (enacting  N.C.  Gen.  Stat  §  163A-5(a)).  The  Executive  Director  is  a  full-time 
employee  who  ensures  completion  of  the  day-to-day  tasks  necessary  to  enforce  election,  ethics, 
lobbying,  and  campaign  finance  laws.  Id.  (enacting  §  163A-6).  While  the  Acts  only  require  the 
State  Board  to  meet  monthly,  the  Executive  Director  supervises,  executes,  and  directs  the 
enforcement  of  the  State’s  elections,  ethics,  and  campaign  finance  laws.  See  id.  (enacting  §§  1 63A- 
3(a),  163A-6). 

50.  The  Acts  grant  the  Executive  Director  significant  authority.  She  is  solely 
responsible  for  staffing,  administers  the  State  Board,  and  executes  the  board’s  decisions.  See  id. 
(enacting  §  163A-6).  She  has  the  authority  under  certain  circumstances  (e.g.,  a  hurricane)  to 
exercise  emergency  powers  and  the  authority,  on  her  own,  to  adopt  rules  setting  those  powers.  See 
N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163A-750. 

5 1 .  Among  her  other  duties  and  discretionary  powers,  the  Executive  Director: 

•  Provides  “directives”  to  county  boards  of  elections.  See  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163A- 
1073;  see  also,  e.g.,  id.  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163A-879  (regarding  administrative 
changes  in  voter  registration  related  to  county  boundaries). 


^  In  Cooper,  the  Court  squarely  rejected  Defendants’  argument  that  Session  Law  201 7-6  simply  “extended 
the  term”  of  Ms.  Strach,  the  legislature’s  selection  to  serve  as  State  Board  Executive  Director.  370  N.C.  at 
419,  809  S.E.2dat  114. 
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•  Provides  opinions  to  candidates  and  political  committees  on  campaign  finance 
issues.  If  her  opinion  is  followed,  those  candidates  and  committees  are  immune 
from  prosecution.  ^eeN.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163A-1441. 

•  Decides  whether  to  retain  or  fire  county  directors  of  elections  if  a  majority  of  a 
county  board  recommends  termination — and  she  has  the  power  to  suspend  such 
county  directors  unilaterally.  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163A-775. 

•  Approves  county  plans  for  out-of-precinct  voting  places,  even  though  such  plans 
must  be  unanimously  adopted  by  the  county  board  of  elections.  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  § 
163A-1048. 

•  Approves  county  plans  to  temporarily  use  two  voting  places  for  the  same 
precinct,  even  though  such  plans  must  be  unanimously  adopted  by  the  county 
board  of  elections.  N.C.  Gen.  Stat  §  163A-1049. 

•  Approves  county  plans  to  transfer  voters  from  one  precinct  to  an  adjacent 
precinct.  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  1 63 A-1 045(a). 

•  “[M]ay  grant  special  permission  for  a  county  board  of  elections  to  enter  into  an 
agreement  with  the  owners  or  managers  of  a  nonpublic  building  to  use  the 

building  as  a  voting  place - ”  if  certain  conditions  are  met.  See  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  § 

163  A- 1134(c). 

•  “[M]ay  permit  a  county  board  of  elections  to  provide  more  than  one  type  of 
voting  system  in  a  precinct,  but  only  upon  a  finding  that  doing  so  is  necessary  to 
comply  with  federal  or  State  law.”  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163 A-1 1 19. 

•  Approves  plans  submitted  by  political  campaign  treasuries  for  goods  or  services 
sold  by  political  parties.  See  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163A-1415. 

•  Coordinates  the  North  Carolina’s  “responsibilities  under  the  National  Voter 
Registration  Act.”  See  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163A-861;  also  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  § 
163A-886  (registration  of  members  of  the  military). 
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52.  The  relevant  statutes  clearly  grant  the  Executive  Director  substantial  executive 
authority.  Despite  her  executive  role,  she  was  given  her  authority  and  position  by  the  General 
Assembly  and  cannot  be  replaced  until  May  2019  (at  the  earliest).  See  Session  Law  2017-6,  §  17. 
Measured  in  terms  of  the  powers  of  appointment,  supervision,  and  removal,  we  find  as  fact  and 
conclude  as  a  matter  of  law  that  the  Executive  Director:  (1)  was  appointed  by  the  legislature;  (2) 
cannot  be  removed  by  the  Governor  or  the  State  Board;  and  (3)  accordingly,  is  not  subject  to 
supervision  either  directly  by  the  Governor  or  indirectly  by  the  State  Board.^  As  the  Supreme  Court 
observed.  Session  Law  2017-6: 

limits  the  ability  of  persons  who  share  the  Governor’s  policy  preferences  to 
supervise  the  day-to-day  activities  of  the  Bipartisan  State  Board,  at  least  in 
the  short  term,  by  ensuring  that  no  one  could  be  appointed  to  the  position  of 
Executive  Director  other  than  the  General  Assembly’s  appointee  until  May 
2019.  Cooper  v.  Berger,  370  N.C.  at  416,  809  S.E.2d  at  1 12. 

In  short,  the  Acts  provide  the  Governor  with  no  control  over  the  Executive  Director  of  an  executive 
agency,  violating  separation  of  powers. 

53.  The  challenged  provisions  regarding  the  Executive  Director,  who  is  the  State’s 
chief  elections  official,  thus  violate  separation  of  powers  because:  (a)  the  legislature  directly 
appoints  the  Executive  Director;  (b)  the  legislature  prohibits  the  State  Board  from  removing  the 


^  The  Cooper  Court  observed  that  the  legislature  could  not,  within  the  limits  of  the  North  Carolina 
Constitution,  “structure  an  executive  branch  commission  in  such  a  manner  that  the  Governor  is  unable, 
within  a  reasonable  period  of  time,  to  ‘take  care  that  the  laws  be  faithfully  executed’ ...”  370  N.C.  at  41 8, 
809  S.E.2d  at  1 14  (emphasis  added).  The  Supreme  Court’s  observation  recognizes  that  many  executive 
boards  and  commissions  are  structured  with  staggered  terms  for  their  members  and  that,  as  a  result,  a  newly 
elected  Governor  does  not  assume  complete  control  of  the  entire  executive  branch  the  day  he  or  she  assumes 
the  office.  But  within  a  reasonable  time  the  Governor  must  have  sufficient  control  because  it  is  the 
Governor — not  an  appointed  executive  officer — who  is  politically  accountable  to  the  electorate. 

In  the  present  case,  at  the  time  this  order  is  filed,  the  legislatively  appointed  Executive  Director  will  have 
already  served  more  than  twenty-one  months  after  Governor  Cooper  took  office.  Unless  Section  17  of 
Session  Law  2017-6  is  invalidated,  that  Executive  Director  will  continue  to  serve  for  more  than  twenty- 
nine  months  into  Governor  Cooper’s  term.  This  is  not  a  “reasonable  period  of  time”  sufficient  for  the 
Governor  to  ensure  faithful  execution  of  the  laws.  N.C.  CONST,  art.  Ill,  §  5(4). 
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Executive  Director  for  more  than  half  of  the  Governor’s  four-year  term  of  office;  and  (c)  and,  as  a 
result,  neither  the  Governor  nor  his  appointees  to  the  State  Board  have  any  power  of  supervision 
over  the  Executive  Director.  See  Session  Law  2017-6,  §  17. 

54.  Accordingly,  this  Court  finds  as  fact  and  concludes  as  a  matter  of  law  the  Acts’ 
provisions  regarding  the  Executive  Director,  as  individual  provisions  and  standing  alone,  violate 
the  separation  of  powers  clause  of  the  State  Constitution,  and  are  unconstitutional. 

Structure  and  Chair  of  the  County  Boards  of  Elections 

55.  Plaintiff  has  alleged  that,  with  regard  to  the  makeup  and  chairmanship  appointment 
provisions  for  the  County  Boards  of  Election,  the  Governor’s  control  is  limited  by  the  structure  of 
the  county  boards  of  election,  which  consist  of  four  members:  two  from  the  political  party  with 
the  highest  number  of  registered  affiliates  (Democratic  Party)  and  two  from  the  political  party  with 
the  second  highest  number  of  registered  affiliates  (Republican  Party). 

56.  As  recognized  by  the  Supreme  Court,  the  General  Assembly  has  the  authority  to 
set  the  size  of  the  county  boards,  see  Cooper,  370  N.C.  at  417,  809  S.E.2d  at  113,  and,  notably, 
requiring  that  half  of  the  members  of  a  county  board  belong  to  a  certain  political  party,  is  not,  in 
and  of  itself,  unconstitutional,  see  id.  at  n.l3. 

57.  Moreover,  the  members  of  the  county  boards  are  subject  to  supervision  and  removal 
by  the  Bipartisan  State  Board,  see,  e.g.,  N.C.  Gen.  §  163A-741  (discussing  oversight  of  county 
boards  of  election  by  Bipartisan  State  Board),  whose  members  are  subject  to  removal  by  the 
Governor. 

58.  Additionally,  the  Governor  has  challenged  the  appointment  of  the  Chair  of  the 
County  Boards  on  the  basis  of  the  fact  that  there  is  a  political  test  for  the  chair  of  the  Board  for 
every  year  that  Presidential,  gubernatorial,  and  Council  of  State  elections  are  held.  See  Session 
Law  2018-2  §  8(b)  (enacting  §  163A-2(f)). 

59.  There  has  been  a  political  test  for  the  Chair  of  County  boards  in  place  for  many 
years.  Prior  to  this  series  of  legislative  acts,  the  chair  of  the  County  boards  was  selected  from  the 
political  party  of  the  sitting  governor,  which  is  also  a  “political  test.” 
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60.  There  was  however,  never  in  place  a  provision  which  could  deprive  one  party  of 
the  Chairmanship  of  all  County  Boards  of  Election  during  every  election  year  in  which  the 
Governor  and  the  President  were  selected. 

61.  This  Court  can  see  no  other  reason  for  such  provision  other  than  to  place  one 
political  party  in  control  of  the  Chair  of  the  County  Boards  at  the  most  critical  election  times. 

62.  In  evaluating  this  provision  under  the  separation  of  powers  analysis  set  forth  above, 
there  is  no  circumstance  under  which  the  deprivation  of  one  party’s  opportunity  to  ever  chair  a 
county  board  of  elections  during  the  year  of  a  major  election  can  be  constitutional,  in  that  it  will 
have  an  impact  on  the  opposing  party  Governor’s  ability  to  see  that  the  election  laws  are  faithfully 
executed  in  the  marmer  deemed  by  that  Governor  to  be  necessary  and  appropriate  under  the  laws 
as  they  exist. 

63.  The  Governor  has  met  his  burden  in  the  facial  challenge  with  regard  to  the 
Chairmanships  of  the  County  Boards. 

64.  With  regard  to  the  makeup  of  the  county  boards,  the  supervision  from  the  State 
level  over  the  actions  and  disputes  at  the  county  level  is  sufficient  so  as  to  insure  that  the  Governor 
has  sufficient  control  to  see  that  the  election  laws  are  faithfully  executed  at  the  county  level. 

65.  The  Governor  has  not  met  his  burden  in  a  facial  challenge  of  the  makeup  of  the 
county  boards. 

66.  Therefore,  it  is  the  Ruling  of  this  Court  that  the  provisions  in  Session  Law  2017-6 
are  Unconstitutional  with  regard  to  the  partisan  requirements  for  the  Chairman  of  the  Coimty 
Boards  of  Election,  and  are  Constitutional  as  to  the  makeup  of  the  county  boards.  Notwithstanding 
the  finding  of  constitutionality  as  to  the  makeup  of  the  county  boards,  that  in  and  of  itself  is  not 
sufficient  to  render  the  act  Constitutional. 
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Chair  of  the  State  Board 


67.  Plaintiff  also  argues  that  his  control  is  limited  because  he  has  no  authority  to  appoint 
the  chairs  of  the  Bipartisan  State  Board'*  or  the  county  boards  and  because  the  chair  during  major 
election  years  (i.e.,  presidential  and  gubernatorial  election  years)  must  be  a  member  of  the  party 
with  the  second  highest  number  of  registered  affiliates  (currently,  the  Republican  party) 

68.  The  Defendants  argue  that  the  powers  of  the  chair  of  the  Bipartisan  State  Board  are 
limited.  See,  e.g.,  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §§  163A-3(a)  (chair  or  a  majority  of  members  may  call  a 
meeting);  163A-4(a)-(b)  (chair  or  vice  chair  may  sign  and  issue  subpoenas,  summon  witnesses, 
and  compel  production  of  documents);  163A-4(c)  (chair  or  any  member  may  administer  oaths). 
Because  of  these  limited  powers,  and  because  under  Session  Law  2018-2,  the  Governor  has 
unfettered  removal  power  as  a  check  on  the  members  of  the  Bipartisan  State  Board,  that  this 
constitutes  sufficient  control  over  such  members  and  the  Bipartisan  State  Board  as  a  whole. 

69.  The  Plaintiff  argues  that  the  Acts  impose  a  political  test  for  the  chair  of  the  State 
Board  for  every  year  that  Presidential,  gubernatorial,  and  Council  of  State  elections  are  held.  See 
Session  Law  2018-2  §  8(b)  (enacting  §  163A-2(f)).  This  would  in  effect  insure  that  one  party 
controls  the  Chairmanship  of  the  State  Board  each  year  that  the  Governor  and  President  are  elected, 
regardless  of  the  political  affiliation  of  the  Governor. 

70.  There  has  always  been  a  “political  test”  for  the  chair  of  the  State  Board.  It 
traditionally  has  gone  to  the  party  of  the  sitting  Governor.  That  system  has  been  in  place  and 
functioned  for  years. 

71.  There  was  however,  never  in  place  a  provision  which  could  deprive  one  party  of 
the  Chair  of  the  State  Board  during  every  election  year  in  which  the  Governor  and  the  President 
were  selected. 


As  acknowledged  by  Plaintiff,  the  Governor  does  appoint  the  first  chair  of  the  Bipartisan  State 
Board,  but  the  members  select  their  own  chair  thereafter.  S.L.  2017-6,  §  10. 
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72.  This  Court  can  see  no  other  reason  for  such  provision  other  than  to  place  one 
political  party  in  control  of  the  Chair  of  the  State  Board  at  the  most  critical  election  times. 

73.  Again,  in  evaluating  this  provision  under  the  separation  of  powers  analysis  set  forth 
above,  there  is  no  circumstance  under  which  the  deprivation  of  one  party’s  opportunity  to  ever 
chair  the  State  Board  during  the  year  of  a  major  election  can  be  constitutional,  in  that  it  will  have 
an  impact  on  the  opposing  party  Governor’s  ability  to  see  that  the  election  laws  are  faithfully 
executed  in  the  marmer  deemed  by  that  Governor  to  be  necessary  and  appropriate  under  the  laws 
as  they  exist. 

74.  The  Governor  has  met  his  burden  with  regard  to  the  facial  challenge  to  the 
constitutionality  of  this  provision. 

It  is  therefore  the  Ruling  of  the  Court  that  the  provision  in  Session  Law  201 8-2  with 
regard  to  the  political  party  requirement  of  the  Chair  of  the  State  Board  is  Unconstitutional. 

The  Entirety  of  the  Challenged  Acts 

75.  In  addition  to  challenging  that  four  individual  provisions  of  the  Act,  individually 
and  standing  alone,  violate  our  State  Constitution,  Plaintiff  has  also  alleged  that  when  all  of  those 
provisions  are  examined  collectively,  the  Acts  viewed  as  a  whole  and  in  their  entirety 
unconstitutionally  violate  the  separation  of  powers  clause  of  our  Constitution. 

76.  With  respect  to  the  Governor’s  powers  of  appointment;  (a)  for  more  than  half  the 
members  of  the  State  Board  (i.e.,  those  nominated  directly  or  indirectly  by  the  party  different  from 
the  Governor),  the  Governor’s  appointment  authority  is  significantly  constrained.  Session  Law 
2018-2,  §  8(b)  (enacting  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §§  163A-2(a),(al));  Session  Law  2017-6,  §  4(c)  (enacting 
N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163A-3,  -4);  (b)  for  both  initial  and  vacancy  appointments,  the  Governor  lacks 
the  authority  to  reject  any  slate  of  nominees  provided  by  either  political  party,  see  id.  (enacting 
§  163A-2(d));  and  (c)  the  legislature,  and  not  the  Governor,  appoints  the  Executive  Director  who 
will  serve  more  than  29  months  into  the  Governor’s  48-month  term  if  the  Acts  are  not  enjoined. 

77.  With  respect  to  the  Governor’ s  powers  of  removal;  (a)  the  Acts  prevent  the  removal 
of  the  Executive  Director  of  the  State  Board  until  May  2019  and  after  that  date  only  permit  her 
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removal  “for  cause,”  see  2017-6,  §§17,  4(c);  (b)  while  the  Governor  may  remove  any  member  of 
the  State  Board  for  any  reason,  such  removal  power  is  constitutionally  insufficient,  because  the 
Governor  does  not  have  the  right,  for  a  majority  of  members,  to  select  replacements  who  will 
reflect  his  views  and  priorities.  Instead,  the  nominees  to  replace  a  majority  of  removed  members 
will  reflect  the  policy  views  and  priorities  of  the  political  party  opposed  to  the  Governor;  and  (c) 
the  Governor  has  no  direct  power  to  remove  members  of  county  boards  of  elections,  who  may  only 
be  removed  indirectly  by  the  State  Board,  which  a  majority  of  this  Court  finds  and  concludes  is 
not  subject  to  sufficient  control  by  the  Governor,  and  only  remove  them  for  cause. 

78.  With  respect  to  the  Governor’s  powers  of  supervision:  (a)  the  Acts  legislatively 
appoint  the  Executive  Director  of  the  State  Board  and  forbid  her  removal  until  29  months  into  the 
Governor’s  term  of  office;  (b)  the  Acts  prevent  the  Governor  from  appointing  a  majority  of 
members  to  the  State  Board  that  will  reflect  his  views  and  priorities;  (c)  county  boards  of  election 
are  chaired  during  every  even-numbered  election  year  by  a  member  of  the  political  party  opposed 
to  the  Governor;  and  (d)  the  State  Board  is  chaired  in  every  year  that  Presidential,  gubernatorial, 
and  Council  of  State  elections  are  held  by  a  member  of  the  political  party  opposed  to  the  Governor. 

79.  A  majority  of  this  Court  finds  as  fact  and  concludes  as  a  matter  of  law  that  when 
analyzed  collectively  and  in  their  entirety,  all  of  the  foregoing  provisions  combine  to  strip  the 
Governor  of  the  requisite  control  mandated  by  Cooper  and  McCrory,  and  that  the  Acts  thus  prevent 
the  Governor  from  fulfilling  his  core  duty  of  taking  care  that  the  State’s  election  laws  are  faithfully 
executed. 

80.  Accordingly,  a  majority  of  this  Court  finds  and  concludes  that  the  Acts  as  a  whole 
violate  the  separation  of  powers  guaranteed  by  the  North  Carolina  Constitution,  and  are  therefore 
unconstitutional. 

Judge  Foster  dissents  from  these  findings,  conclusions,  and  rulings. 

CONCLUSION 

It  is  therefore  ORDERED,  ADJUDGED,  AND  DECREED  that: 

8 1 .  Defendant’s  Motion  to  Dismiss  is  denied; 
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82.  Plaintiffs  Motion  for  Summary  Judgment  is  granted; 


83.  By  reason  of  the  Court  finding  as  fact  and  concluding  as  law  that  the  challenged 
Acts  in  their  entirety  are  unconstitutional,  and  pursuant  to  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  1-253  etseq.  and  North 
Carolina  Rule  of  Civil  Procedure  57,  the  Court  hereby  enters  final  judgment: 

a.  Declaring  that  Part  VIII  of  Session  Law  2018-2  (House  Bill  90)  is  unconstitutional 
and  therefore  void  and  of  no  effect. 

b.  Declaring  that  Section  17  of  Session  Law  2017-6  is  unconstitutional  and  therefore 
void  and  of  no  effect. 

c.  Declaring  that  Section  7  (H)  of  Session  Law  2017-6  is  unconstitutional  and 
therefore  void  and  of  no  effect. 

d.  Declaring  that  Sections  7  (H)  of  Session  Law  2017-6  and  Section  8  (b)  of  Session 
Law  2018-2  (House  Bill  90)  are  unconstitutional  and  therefore  void  and  of  no 
effect. 

e.  Permanently  enjoining  Part  VIII  of  Session  Law  2018-2  in  its  entirety,  and  sections 
3  through  22  of  Session  Law  2017-6  in  their  entirety. 

84.  In  light  of  the  upcoming  November  2018  elections  and  in  the  exercise  of  this 
Court’s  authority  pursuant  to  North  Carolina  Rule  of  Civil  Procedure  62(c),  this  Court  hereby 
suspends  its  injunction  against  those  portions  of  Section  8  (b)  of  Session  Law  2018-2  that  enact 
N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163A-2(a)  to  (e),  in  order  to  allow  the  current  State  Board  (composed  of  nine  (9) 
members)  to  continue  its  service  during  the  November  2018  elections.  The  suspension  of  this 
injunction  shall  remain  in  place  until  the  results  of  the  November  2018  elections  axe  certified  by 
the  State  Board. 

85.  The  parties  shall  bear  their  own  costs. 

WHEREFORE,  IT  IS  HEREBY  SO  ORDERED,  ADJUDGED,  AND  DECREED. 
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so  ORDERED,  this  the  day  of  October,  2018. 


-23- 


so  ORDERED,  this  the  f  ^day  of  October,  2018. 


The  Honorable  L.  Todd  Burke 
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Judge  Foster  dissenting: 

1  dissent  from  the  decision  of  my  learned  colleagues  due  to  my  belief  that  the  issues  in  the  case  at 
bar  are  nonjusticiable  political  questions,  and  under  the  political  question  doctrine,  caimot  and 
should  not  be  addressed  by  this  court.  I  adopt  the  dissent  of  Justice  Newby  in  the  previous  Berger 
case  to  support  my  dissent  here.  Cooper  v.  Berger,  809  S.E.  2d  98, 119-128  (2018). 

In  the  spirit  of  the  previous  Berger  case,  wherein  the  Supreme  Court  asked  this  panel  to  address 
the  principal  issue  there,  notwithstanding  our  finding  that  we  had  no  jurisdiction  to  consider  what 
we  initially  held  to  be  a  non-justiciable  political  question,  I  would  further  hold  that  the  Plaintiff 
has  once  again  failed  to  meet  the  standard  of  proof  that  this  act  of  the  Legislature  is  facially 
unconstitutional  with  regard  to  the  makeup  of  the  State  Board  of  Elections  and  Ethics  Enforcement. 

In  reviewing  legislation,  the  North  Carolina  Supreme  Court: 

“reviews  acts  of  the  state  legislature  with  great  deference;  a  statute  cannot  be  declared 
unconstitutional  under  the  State  Constitution  unless  that  Constitution  clearly  prohibits  the 

statute.” . “[A]  statute  will  not  be  declared  unconstitutional  unless  this  conclusion  is  so  clear 

that  no  reasonable  doubt  can  arise,  or  the  statute  cannot  be  upheld  on  any  reasonable  ground.” 
Crump  V.  Sneed,  134  N.C.  App.  353,  355  (1989)  (citations  omitted). 

The  Supreme  Court  has  further  determined: 

An  individual  challenging  the  facial  constitutionality  of  a  legislative  act  must  determine  that  no 
set  of  circumstances  exist  under  which  the  act  would  be  valid.  The  fact  that  a  statute  “might  operate 
unconstitutionally  under  some  conceivable  set  of  circumstances  is  insufficient  to  render  it  wholly 
invalid.”  State  v.  Bryant,  359  N.C.  554,  564  (2005)  (citations  omitted). 

The  Supreme  Court,  after  its  decision  in  Berger,  reaffirmed  this  standard  for  facial  challenges  in 
N.C.  State  Bd.  OfEduc.  v.  State,  No.333PA17,  slip  opinion  at  16-17  (N.C.  June  8,  2018).  While 
the  Governor  argues  that  the  standard  for  a  facial  challenge  in  a  separation  of  powers  dispute  was 
changed  by  the  previous  Berger  decision,  the  Supreme  Court  did  not  go  so  far  as  to  state  that  in  its 
holding  in  Berger. 


-26- 


Because  of  the  long  line  of  precedent  establishing  the  standard  for  a  facial  constitutional  challenge, 
further  supported  by  the  Supreme  Court’s  reiteration  of  that  standard  as  early  as  June  8th  of  this 
year,  1  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  standard  remains  the  same  as  was  set  out  in  State  v.  Bryant. 
Applying  the  standard  set  out  in  State  v.  Bryant  to  this  case,  1  do  not  believe  that  the  Governor  has 
met  this  standard  in  his  challenge  to  the  facial  constitutionality  of  the  State  Board  of  Election  and 
Ethics  Enforcement. 

1  therefore  dissent  from  the  decision  of  the  panel  with  regard  to  the  facial  constitutionality  of  the 
State  Board  of  Election  and  Ethics  Enforcement.  I  join  with  my  colleagues  in  the  decision  on  the 
remaining  issues,  notwithstanding  my  position  under  the  political  question  doctrine. 
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I  HEREBY  CERTIFY  that  the  foregoing  document  was  served  on  all  parties  by  serving  counsel  as 
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This  the  17*'^  day  of  October,  2018. 


Wake  County  Trial  Court  Administrator 
PO  Box  1916 
Raleigh,  NC  27602 
Kellie.Z.Mvers@nccourts.orR 


STATE  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA 


IN  THE  GENERAL  COURT  OF  JUSTICE 
SUPERIOR  COURT  DIVISION" 

18  CVS  3348 


COUNTY  OF  WAKE 


ROY  A.  COOPER,  III,  in  his  official 
capacity  as  GOVERNOR  OF  THE 
STATE  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA, 


Plaintiff, 


V. 


ORDER 


PHILIP  E.  BERGER,  in  his  official 
capacity  as  PRESIDENT  PRO 
TEMPORE  OF  THE  NORTH 
CAROLINA  SENATE;  TIMOTHT^  K. 
MOORE,  in  his  official  capacity  as 
SPEAKER  OF  THE  NORTH 
CAROLINA  HOUSE  OF 
-ftEPRE-SENTATiVES,-anTi-THE - 

STATE  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA, 


Defendants. 


This  matter  is  before  the  Court  on  the  joint  motion  of  the  parties.  The  parties 
have  moved  this  Court,  pursuant  to  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  lA-1,  Rule  62,  for  a  stay 
regarding  this  Court’s  October  16,  2018  Order. 

In  its  October  16,  2018  Order,  this  Court  declared  various  elections  and  ethics 
laws  unconstitutional  and  void.  However,  this  Court  suspended  or  stayed  the 
enforcement  of  that  portion  of  the  Order  declaring  Section  8(b)  of  Session  Law  2018- 
2,  which  enacted  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163A-2(a)  to  (e),  unconstitutional  so  that  the 
current  State  Board  could  continue  to  serve  during  the  November  2018  elections. 


This  Court  did  not  stay  the  permanent  injunction  as  to  the  enforcement  as  to  the 
remaining  parts  of  the  Order. 

In  their  joint  motion,  the  parties  request  that  the  Court  stay  the  effectiveness 
of  its  October  16,  2018  Order  and  injunction  in  its  entirety  through  December  3,  2018. 
The  parties  request  this  stay  to  ensure  that  the  State  Board  and  the  county  boards  of 
election  can  remain  focused  on  the  fair  and  effective  administration  of  the  upcoming 
elections.  The  parties  further  state  that  the  requested  stay  is  appropriate  for  the 
period  requested  because  of  the  importance  of  the  elections  and  the  unique 
circumstances  presented  at  this  time. 

WHEREFORE,  because  good  cause  has  been  shown,  and  to  maintain  the 
status  quo  through  the  November  2018  election  cycle,  this  Court  stays  the 

effectiveness  of  its  October  16,  2018  Order  and  injunction  in  its  entirety  through 
December  3,  2018.  This  stay  shall  be  lifted  in  its  entirety  at  11:59  p.m.  on  December 
3,  2018,  unless  extended  by  a  further  order  of  this  Court  or  an  appellate  court. 

This  order,  upon  entry,  modifies  and  supersedes  the  stay  provided  for  under 
Rule  62  in  paragraph  84  of  this  Court’s  October  16,  2018  Order. 

[Signatures  on  following  pages] 
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so  ORDERED,  this  the  22”'^  day  of  October,  2018. 


I’he  Honorable  L.  Todd  Burke 
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so  ORDFCRED,  this  the  22"^  day  of  October,  2018. 


TtT(rH^afab7e)kffervB. 
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EXHIBIT  B 


Josh  Stein 
Attorney  General 


Alexander  McC.  Peters 
Chief  Deputy  Attorney  General 


November  28,  2018 


William  C.  McKinney  Via  Email  and  U.S.  Mail 

General  Counsel 

Office  of  the  Governor  of  North  Carolina 
20301  Mail  Service  Center 
Raleigh,  NC  27699-0301 


Re:  Aclvisoi7  Letter — Effect  of  October  16,  2018,  Order  of  Three-Judge  Panel  in 

Cooper  V,  Berger,  No.  18  CVS  3348  (N.C.  Sup.  Ct.) 


Dear  Mr.  McKinney: 

This  advisory  letter  responds  to  your  recent  inquiry  about  the  effect  of  the  October  1 6, 
2018,  Order  of  the  three-judge  panel  in  Cooper  v,  Berger,  No.  18  CVS  3348  (N.C.  Sup.  Ct.)  on 
the  structure  and  composition  of  the  North  Carolina  Bipartisan  State  Board  of  Elections  and  Ethics 
Enforcement. 

On  October  16,  the  three-judge  panel  in  Cooper  v.  Berger  held  certain  sections  of  Session 
Law  2017-6  and  Session  Law  2018-2  to  be  unconstitutional  and  therefore  void  and  of  no  effect. 
The  court  permanently  enjoined  sections  3  to  22  of  Session  Law  2017-6  and  Part  VIII  of  Session 
Law  2018-2  in  their  entirety.  Through  a  subsequent  order,  that  order  was  stayed  until  December 
3,2018. 

This  advisory  letter  concludes  that,  after  the  stay  of  the  Order  expires,  and  until  the 
enactment  of  any  revised  legislation,  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163-19,  as  codified  before  the  enactment 
of  Session  Law  2016-125,  will  again  govern  the  composition  of  the  Board  and  the  appointment  of 
its  members.  As  a  result,  during  that  time,  the  Board  returns  to  the  form  in  which  it  existed  prior 
to  the  enactment  of  Session  Law  2016-125,  /'.cv,  composed  of  five  members  appointed  by  the 
Governor,  and  no  longer  charged  with  enforcing  North  Carolina’s  ethics  laws. 

This  conclusion  results  from  the  well-established  principle  that  “an  unconstitutional  law  is 
void  and  is  as  no  law.”  State  v.  Williams,  146  N.C.  618,  621,  61  S.E,  61,  62  (1908),  Under  this 
principle,  when  a  statute  that  pui*ports  to  repeal  a  prior  law  is  itself  held  unconstitutional,  the  prior 
law  is  once  again  effective.  See  Bci  of  Managers  James  Walker  Mem  V  Hosp.  v.  Wilmington,  237 
N.C.  179,  74  S.E. 2d  749,  (1953)  (holding  that,  after  a  .statute  purporting  to  repeal  prior  law  is  held 
unconstitutional,  the  repeal  in  the  unconstitutional  statute  does  not  have  any  effect);  Allen  v. 
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Raleigh,  181  N.C.  453,  457,  107  S.E.  463,  465  (1921)  (where  a  statute,  which  contained  a  clause 
repealing  an  earlier  statute,  was  itself  held  unconstitutional,  the  earlier  statute  remained  in  full 
force  and  effect). 

Here,  the  Order  holds  unconstitutional  and  enjoins  Part  VIII  of  Session  Law  2018-2,  which 
created  a  Board  that  consists  of  nine  individuals,  appointed  by  the  Governor  from  two  lists  of  six 
individuals  provided  by  the  State  party  chairs  of  the  political  parties  with  the  two  highest  number 
of  registered  affiliates  and  one  individual  not  registered  with  either  political  party  nominated  by 
the  other  eight  members  of  the  Board.  Sess.  Law  2018-2,  §  8(b).  The  current  members  of  the 
Board  were  appointed  by  the  Governor  under  this  statutory  scheme. 

As  a  result  of  the  injunction,  under  the  principles  referenced  above,  the  Board’s  structure 
and  composition  initially  reverts  back  to  the  law  in  effect  before  Session  Law  2018-2  became  law, 
which  was  Session  Law  2017-6,  §  4.(c).  However,  the  Order  also  enjoins  Session  Law  2017-6, 
§  4.(c).  As  a  result,  the  Board’s  structure  and  composition  reverts  back  further  to  the  law  in  effect 
before  Session  Law  2017-6  became  law. 

Before  the  enactment  of  Session  Law  2017-6,  the  laws  governing  the  structure  and 
composition  of  the  Board  were  enacted  as  section  2.(c)  of  Session  Law  2016-125.  However,  this 
section  of  Session  Law  2016-125  was  expressly  repealed  by  section  2  of  Session  Law  2017-6. 
Because  the  Order  does  not  enjoin  section  2  of  Session  Law  2017-6,  section  2.(c)  of  Session  Law 
2016-125  remains  repealed.  See  Russell  v.  Ayer,  120  N.C.  180,  189,  27  S.E.  133,  135  (1897) 
(holding  that  portions  of  statutes  that  are  not  held  to  be  unconstitutional  and  are  unrepealed  remain 
in  full  force  and  effect).  In  addition,  section  2.(c)  of  Session  Law  2016-125  was  enjoined  by  a 
three-judge  panel  of  the  Superior  Court  of  Wake  County,  a  ruling  that  was  not  overturned  on 
appeal.  See  Cooper  v.  Berger,  No.  16-CVS-15636,  2017  WL  1433245  at  *8  t  23,  *14  1,  4a 

(N.C.  Super.  Ct.  Mar.  17,  2017).  Accordingly,  the  Order  requires  that  the  Board’s  structure  and 
composition  revert  even  further  back  to  the  law  in  effect  before  Session  Law  2016-125  was 
enacted. 

Before  the  enactment  of  Session  Law  2016-125,  the  laws  governing  the  structure  and 
composition  of  the  Board  were  codified  under  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163-19,  last  amended  in  2013. 
Under  the  20 1 3  version  of  section  163-19,  the  State  Board  of  Elections  consisted  of  five  individuals 
who  were  appointed  by  the  Governor,  from  two  lists  of  five  individuals  nominated  by  the  State 
party  chairs  of  the  two  political  parties  having  the  highest  number  of  registered  affiliates,  so  long 
as  the  Governor  did  not  appoint  more  than  three  individuals  registered  with  the  same  political 
party.  Each  Board  member  was  to  serve  four-year  terms,  with  no  member  serving  more  than  two 
consecutive  four-year  terms.  Id.  The  Board  was  also  distinct  from  the  State  Ethics  Commission 
and  was  not  empowered  with  the  duties  to  enforce  North  Carolina’s  ethics  laws. 
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Conclusion 

For  the  reasons  stated  above,  it  is  my  opinion  that,  after  the  stay  of  the  Order  expires,  and 
until  the  enactment  of  revised  legislation,  N.C,  Gen.  Stat.  §  163-19,  as  codified  before  the 
enactment  of  Session  Law  2016-125,  will  again  govern  the  composition  of  the  Board  and  the 
appointment  of  its  members.  As  a  result,  the  Board  must  be  composed  of  five  members,  appointed 
by  the  Govemor  as  described  above,  and  will  no  longer  be  charged  with  enforcing  North  Carolina  s 
ethics  laws. 

I  hope  that  this  adequately  responds  to  your  inquiry.  This  letter  is  the  opinion  of  the 
undersigned  and  is  not  an  official  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General,  as  it  has  not  been  reviewed  and 
approved  in  accordance  with  the  procedures  for  issuing  Attorney  General  opinions.  It  you  should 
have  any  further  questions  about  this  matter,  please  teel  free  to  contact  me. 


Very  truly  yom-s, 


Alexander  McC.  Peters 
Chief  Deputy  Attorney  General 
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EXHIBIT  C 


RECODIFICATION  TABLE 


Indicating  new  Chapter  1 63 A  citations  for  recodifies  statutes  and  a  reverse-lookup. 


OLD 

NEW 

NEW 

OLD 

Chapter  163 A 

Chapter  163 A 

Chapter  138 A 

Subchapter  1 

Subchapter  1 

Article  1 

Article  5 

Article  1 

Article  2  (of  Chapter 
138 A) 

I38A-I 

I63A-I50 

I63A-I 

I38A-6 

138  A-2 

I63A-I5I 

1 63  A-2 

I38A-7;  163-19;  163- 

I38A-3 

I63A-I52 

I63A-3 

I38A-8 

138  A-4 

I63A-I53 

1 63  A-4 

163-23 

I63A-5 

I38A-9;  163-28 

I63A-6 

Articles  2-4 
reserved 

163-26;  163-27 

Subchapter  11 

Chapter  138A 

Article  2 

Article  1 

Article  5 

Article  1 

I38A-6 

1 63  A- 1 

I63A-I50 

I38A-I 

I38A-7 

1 63  A-2 

I63A-I5I 

1 38  A-2 

I38A-8 

I63A-3 

I63A-I52 

I38A-3 

I38A-9 

I63A-5 

I63A-I53 

1 38  A-4 

Article  5 

Article  2 

I38A-I0 

I63A-I54 

I63A-I54 

I38A-I0 

I38A-II 

I63A-I55 

I63A-I55 

I38A-II 

I38A-I2 

I63A-I56 

I63A-I56 

I38A-I2 

I38A-I3 

I63A-I57 

I63A-I57 

I38A-I3 

I38A-I4 

I63A-I58 

I63A-I58 

I38A-I4 

I38A-I5 

I63A-I59 

I63A-I59 

I38A-I5 

Article  3 

Article  6 

Article  6 

Article  3 

I38A-2I 

I63A-I86 

I63A-I86 

I38A-2I 

I38A-22 

I63A-I87 

I63A-I87 

I38A-22 

I38A-23 

I63A-I88 

I63A-I88 

I38A-23 

I38A-24 

I63A-I89 

I63A-I89 

I38A-24 

I38A-25 

I63A-I90 

I63A-I90 

I38A-25 

I38A-26 

I63A-I9I 

I63A-I9I 

I38A-26 

I38A-27 

I63A-I92 

I63A-I92 

I38A-27 

I38A-28 

I63A-I93 

I63A-I93 

I38A-28 

Article  4 

Article  7 

Article  7 

Article  4 

I38A-3I 

I63A-2II 

1 63  A-2 1 1 

I38A-3I 

I38A-32 

I63A-2I2 

I63A-2I2 

I38A-32 

I38A-33 

I63A-2I3 

I63A-2I3 

I38A-33 

I38A-34 

I63A-2I4 

I63A-2I4 

I38A-34 

I38A-35 

I63A-2I5 

I63A-2I5 

I38A-35 

OLD 


NEW 


NEW 


OLD 


138A-36 

163A-216 

138A-37 

163A-217 

138A-38 

163A-218 

138A-39 

163A-219 

138A-40 

163A-220 

138A-41 

163A-221 

Article  5 

Article  9 

138A-45 

163A-415 

Chapter  120C 

Article  8 

Article  1 

Part  1 

120C-100 

163A-250 

120C-101 

163A-251 

120C-102 

163A-252 

120C-103 

163A-253 

120C-104 

163A-254 

Article  2 

Part  2 

120C-200 

163A-270 

120C-201 

163A-271 

120C-202  thru  -205 

163A-272  thru  -275 

reserved 

reserved 

120C-206 

163A-276 

120C-207 

163A-277 

120C-208 ,  -209 

163A-278,  -279 

reserved 

reserved 

120C-210 

163A-280 

120C-211  thru  -214 

163A-281  thru  -284 

reserved 

reserved 

120C-215 

163A-285 

120C-216  thru  -219 

163A-286  thru  -289 

reserved 

reserved 

120C-220 

163A-290 

Article  3 

Part  3 

120C-300 

163A-305 

120C-301 

163A-306 

120C-302 

previously  recodified 

120C-303 

163A-307 

120C-304 

163A-308 

120C-305 

163A-309 

Article  4 

Part  4 

120C-400 

163A-325 

120C-401 

163A-326 

120C-402 

163A-327 

120C-403 

163A-328 

163A-216 

138A-36 

163A-217 

138A-37 

163A-218 

138A-38 

163A-219 

138A-39 

163A-220 

138A-40 

163A-221 

138A-41 

Article  8 

Chapter  120C 

Part  1 

Article  1 

163A-250 

120C-100 

163A-251 

120C-101 

163A-252 

120C-102 

163A-253 

120C-103 

163A-254 

120C-104 

Part  2 

Article  2 

163A-270 

120C-200 

163A-271 

120C-201 

163A-272  thru  -275 

120C-202  thru  -205 

reserved 

reserved 

163A-276 

120C-206 

163A-277 

120C-207 

163A-278,  -279 

120C-208 ,  -209 

reserved 

reserved 

163A-280 

120C-210 

163A-281  thru  -284 

120C-211  thru  -214 

reserved 

reserved 

163A-285 

120C-215 

163A-286 thru  -289 
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EXHIBIT  D 


STATE  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA  IN  THE  GENERAL  COURT^QF  JUSTICE 

SUPERIOR  COURT  rilifeldN 
COUNTY  OF  WAKE  1 8CVS3348 

21118  DEC  21  P  U--  13 

ROY  A.  COOPER,  III,  in  his  official  capacity  ) 

as  GOVERNOR  OF  THE  STATE  OF  )  ''  KF  CO’:;  1  O 

NORTH  CAROLINA,  )  "  _ 

) 

Plaintiff,  ) 

) 

vs.  )  ORDER 

) 

PHILIP  E.  BERGER,  in  his  official  capacity  ) 

as  PRESIDENT  PRO  TEMPORE  OF  THE  ) 

NORTH  CAROLINA  SENATE;  TIMOTHY  ) 


K.  MOORE,  in  his  official  capacity  as  ) 

SPEAKER  OF  THE  NORTH  CAROLINA  ) 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES:  and  THE  ) 

STATE  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA,  ) 

) 

Defendants.  ) 

_  ) 


This  Cause,  coming  on  before  the  undersigned  duly  constituted  Three  Judge  Panel 
to  consider  the  Emergency  Motion  of  McCready  for  Congress,  filed  on  the  21®*  day  of 
December  2018,  to  Intervene  in  this  action  and  to  extend  the  stay  issued  by  the  Court; 
and  the  Motion  of  Mark  Harris  for  Congress,  filed  on  the  30**^  day  of  November,  2018,  to 
Intervene  in  this  action  and  to  extend  the  stay  issued  by  the  Court.  The  Court,  in  its 
discretion,  GRANTS  the  Motions  of  both  Parties  to  Intervene  in  this  Action. 

The  Court,  having  granted  the  Motions  of  Harris  and  McCready  to  Intervene,  now 
addresses  the  Motion  of  all  parties  to  Extend  the  Stay  of  the  Court.  The  Court  finds  as 
follows: 

1.  The  Court  issued  its  Order  declaring  the  composition  of  the  Bipartisan  Board  of 
Elections  and  Ethics  Unconstitutional  on  October  16,  2018.  Recognizing  the 
close  proximity  to  the  November  elections,  the  Court  Stayed  that  Order  through 
and  including  the  November  elections; 

2.  On  October  22.  2018  the  Court  extended  that  stay  through  and  including  1 1:59 
on  December  3,  2018  to  allow  for  the  certification  of  the  November  elections; 
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3.  On  December  3,  the  Court  entered  an  order,  sua  sponte,  extending  the  stay  for 
the  third  time,  through  noon  on  December  12,  2018.  The  extension  of  the  Stay 
was  in  full  recognition  of  the  need  for  stability  and  the  orderly  function  of  the 
Board  during  its  work  in  dealing  with  the  elections  which  had  not  been  certified, 
and  the  integrity  of  the  decisions  of  the  Board,  such  as  not  to  confuse  or 
negatively  impact  the  confidence  of  the  people  in  the  results  of  the  elections.  We 
still  adhere  to  these  principles  and  public  policies; 

4.  On  December  10,  2018,  Chairman  Joshua  Malcom  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Court  in 
response  to  a  request  by  the  Court  for  an  update  on  the  status  of  the  progress  of 
election  certification,  in  which  he  stated  that; 

a.  On  November  27,  the  State  Board  voted  7-2  in  support  of  a  motion 
ordering  an  evidentiary  hearing  on  or  before  December,  21, 2018 
regarding  elections  not  yet  certified. 

b.  That  the  "Agency  staff  are  working  diligently",  and  that  "Should  the  Panel 
wish  to  provide  continuity  during  the  remainder  of  this  process,  be  assured 
we  will  endeavor  to  resolve  outstanding  matters  as  quickly  as  we 
responsibly  can  do  so." 

5.  The  day  after  receiving  this  letter,  the  Court  issued  its  4th  stay  in  an  Order  filed 
on  December  11.  Acting  in  good  faith  upon  the  assertion  and  understanding  that 
the  Board  was  to  conduct  a  hearing  on  December  21 ,  the  stay  was  extended  a 
week  beyond  that  date,  "until  12:00  Noon,  Friday  December  28,  2018  or  until  the 
November  2018  statewide  elections  are  certified,  whichever  occurs  first."; 

6.  One  day  after  the  Court  entered  its  Order  extending  the  stay.  Chairman  Malcom 
on  December  12,  2018  wrote  an  unsolicited  letter  to  the  Court.  At  the  direction  of 
the  Court,  the  Trial  Court  Administrator  for  Wake  County  inquired  of  counsel  if 
they  desired  her  to  deliver  this  letter  to  the  Court.  Legislative  Defendants'  counsel 
consented.  To  date,  however,  to  our  knowledge,  all  counsel  have  not  yet 
consented  for  the  Court  to  receive  this  unsolicited  letter  from  a  non-party  to  this 
action.  Accordingly,  the  Court  has  not  received  nor  reviewed  that 
correspondence.  Paragraph  15  of  the  Joint  Motion  to  Extend  the  Stay  refers  to 
Chairman  Malcom's  December  letter  being  sent  to  the  Court,  implying  the  court 
has  received  and  considered  the  contents  of  that  letter,  which  is  not  a  correct 
inferred  statement  of  fact; 

7.  Paragraph  16  of  the  Joint  Motion  states,  "Thereafter,  on  December  17,  2018 
(which  is  6  days  after  this  court  for  the  4th  time  extended  the  stay,  based  on  the 
representation  that  the  Board  was  conducting  a  Dec.  21  hearing).  Chairman 
Malcom  issued  an  Order  of  Proceedings  for  a  hearing  at  10:00  am  on  January 
11, 2019,  and  not  as  previously  thought  on  December  21,  2018."  Nowhere  in  the 
Joint  Motion  is  there  any  explanation  was  to  why  the  hearing  was  erroneously 
"thought"  to  be  on  December  21 ,  since  that  is  the  deadline  date  expressly 
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provided  for  in  the  motion  adopted  by  the  Board  on  November  27,  2018;  and 
nowhere  in  the  Joint  Motion  is  there  any  explanation  as  to  why  the  hearing  was 
continued  from  December  21,  2018  until  January  11,  2019; 

8.  Paragraph  1 8  of  the  Joint  Motion  states  that  the  January  1 1  hearing  is  estimated 
to  take  between  "one  to  two"  days  and  that  deliberations  will  begin  on  the  same 
day  the  hearing  ends.  The  State  Board  anticipates  a  decision  regarding 
certification  within  a  reasonable  time  following  deliberations,  determination  and 
written  order  regarding  certification  or  the  need  for  a  new  election  during  the 
week  of  January  14."; 

9.  Paragraph  22  of  the  Joint  Motion  states  that  "It  appears  that  the  State  Board  will 
be  able  to  certify  the  remaining  contests  or  establish  the  need  for  a  new  election 
by  January  18,  2019."; 

10.  It  appears  to  the  Court  that  had  the  hearing  been  conducted  on  December  21, 
2018,  this  same  7  day  time  frame  would  have  allowed  for  the  Board  to  render  it's 
decision  on  certification  or  the  need  for  a  new  election  by  the  deadline  of  the  4th 
stay,  12:00  Noon  on  December  28,  2018; 

1 1. The  day  after  the  final  extension  of  the  Stay  was  entered,  the  State  Chairman  of 
the  Board  of  Elections  and  Ethics  Enforcement  published  a  discovery  and 
hearing  schedule  which  completely  and  totally  disregarded  the  timetable 
established  by  the  extension  of  the  Stay,  indicating  a  complete  disregard  for  an 
Order  of  this  Court;  and 

12.  The  parties  have  not  given  even  a  cursory  explanation  as  to  why  the  hearing  was 
continued  from  December  28,  2018  until  January  11,  2019,  let  alone  one 
demonstrating  compelling  reasons  and  substantial  and  reasonable  justification, 
for  not  only  the  additional  time  needed  ,  but  the  total  disregard  of  the  previous 
Order  of  the  Court  in  extending  the  Stay; 

Based  upon  the  above  facts,  the  Court  finds  that: 

1 .  The  further  extension  of  the  Stay  in  this  action  is  not  justified  in  light  of  the  failure 
of  the  Board  to  comply  with  the  previous  Orders  of  this  Court.  The  Court  has  no 
reason  to  believe  that  the  January  timetable  proposed  by  the  Board  would  be 
followed  any  more  than  the  other  timetables  have  been; 

2.  The  fact  remains  that  a  critical  election  hangs  in  the  balance,  and  the  voters  of 
the  Ninth  Congressional  District  are  entitled  to  have  their  elected  representative 
in  place  by  the  time  Congress  convenes,  or  to  know  why  they  will  not  have  their 
representative  in  place,  and  further  to  know  with  certainty  what  action  is  being 
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taken  to  insure  they  are  properly  represented  in  the  important  matters  before 
congress;  and 

3.  This  Court  does  not  take  lightly  its  duty  to  rule  on  the  issues  before  it,  and 
expects  the  Orders  of  this  court  to  be  complied  with  fully,  completely  and  in  a 
timely  manner.  That  has  not  occurred  in  this  instance. 

It  is  Therefore  the  ruling  of  the  Court  that  the  Motion  to  further  Extend  the  Stay  of  the 
Courts  October  16,  2018  Order  is  DENIED.  The  Stay  will  dissolve  at  Noon  on 
December  28,  2018. 

SO  ORDERED,  this  the  2T^  day  of  December,  2018. 


The  Honorable  L.  Todd  Burke 
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CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE 


I  HEREBY  CERTIFY  that  the  foregoing  document  was  served  on  all  parties  by  serving  counsel  as 
indicated  below  by  U.S.  Mail,  postage  prepaid,  addressed  as  follows: 

Jim  W.  Phillips,  Jr. 

Eric  M.  David 
Daniel  F.E.  Smith 

BROOKS,  PIERCE,  MCLENDON,  HUMPHREY  &  LEONARD,  LLP 

Suite  2000  Renaissance  Plaza 

230  North  Elm  Street 

Greensboro,  NC  27401 

iDhillips(5)brookspierce.com 

edavid@brookspierce.com 

dsmith(S)brookspierce.com 

Noah  H.  Huffstetler,  III 
D.  Martin  Warf 

NELSON  MULLINS  RILEY  &  SCARBOROUGH,  LLP 
GlenLake  One,  Suite  200 
4140  Parklake  Avenue 
Raleigh,  NC  27612 

Noah.Huffstetler@nelsonmullins.com 

Martin.Warf@nelsonmullins.com 

Alexander  McC.  Peters 
N.C.  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
P.O.  Box  629 
Raleigh,  NC  27602 
apeters@ncdoi.gov 

John  E.  Branch,  III 
Nathaniel  J.  Pencook 
SHANAHAN  MCDOUGAL,  PLLC 
128  E.  Hargett  Street,  Third  Floor 
Raleigh,  NC  27601 
ibranch@shanahanmcdougal.com 

npencook@shanahanmcdougal.com 

John  R.  Wallace 
WALLACE  &  NORDAN,  LLP 
P.O.  Box  12065 
Raleigh,  NC  27605 
irwallace@wallacenordan.com 

This  the  27*'’  day  of  December,  2018. 


Wake  County  Trial  Court  Administrator 
PO  Box  1916 
Raleigh,  NC  27602 


EXHIBIT  E 


STATE  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA 
COUNTY  OF  WAKE 


BEFORE  THE  NORTH  CAROLINA 
STATE  BOARD  OF  ELECTIONS  AND 
ETHICS  ENFORCEMENT 


IN  THE  MATTER  OF: 

Investigation  of  election  irregularities 
affecting  counties  within  the  9th 
Congressional  District 


EMERGENCY  PETITION  TO 
CERTIFY  ELECTION 

BY:  MARK  HARRIS  FOR 
CONGRESS  COMMITTEE 


NOW  COMES  Mark  Harris  for  Congress  Committee  (“Harris  Committee”  or 
“Petitioner”)  and  petitions  the  State  Board  of  Elections  and  Ethics  Enforcement 
("State  Board")  to  issue  an  emergency  order  prior  to  noon  today  certifying  the  election 
of  Dr.  Mark  E.  Harris  ("Dr.  Harris")  to  represent  the  Ninth  Congressional  District  of 
North  Carolina  ("9th  District")  in  the  United  State  House  of  Representatives 
pursuant  to  the  results  of  the  2018  General  Election. 

In  support  of  its  Motion,  the  Harris  Committee  shows  the  State  Board  as 
follows: 

1.  The  2018  Election  was  held  on  November  6,  2018.  After  the  respective 
county  canvasses  in  the  eight  counties  comprising  the  9th  District,  the  certified  vote 
totals  showed  that  Dr.  Harris  (Republican)  received  139,246  votes,  Dan  McCready 
(Democrat)  received  138,341  votes,  and  Jeff  Scott  (Libertarian)  received  5,130  votes. 
Dr.  Harris’s  victory  margin  over  Mr.  McCready  was  Nine  Hundred  Five  (905)  votes. 

2.  No  election  protest  pursuant  to  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163A-1177  was  filed 
regarding  the  9th  District  election  and  no  recount  of  the  9th  District  election  results 
was  requested  by  Mr.  McCready,  who  conceded  the  election  to  Dr.  Harris. 
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3.  The  certificate  of  election  “shall  be  issued  by  the  State  Board  six  days 
after  the  completion  of  the  canvass  pursuant  to  G.S.  §  163A-1172,  unless  there  is  an 
election  protest  pending.”  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163A-1184(b).  No  protest  of  the  9th 
District  election  was  filed  by  “any  registered  voter  who  was  eligible  to  vote  in  the 
election  or  by  any  person  who  was  a  candidate  for  nomination  or  election  in  the 
election”.  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163A-1177(a).  Accordingly,  the  State  Board  should  have 
certified  Dr.  Harris  as  the  winner  of  the  9th  District  election  on  December  3,  2018. 

4.  At  its  meetings  on  November  27,  2018  and  on  November  30,  2018,  the 
State  Board  refused  to  certify  the  election  of  Dr.  Harris  and  the  election  of  candidates 
for  Bladen  County  Commissioner  District  3  and  Bladen  County  Soil  and  Water 
Conservation  District  Supervisor  pending  an  evidentiary  hearing  to  be  held  on  or 
before  December  21,  2018  to  investigate  alleged  irregularities  primarily  involving 
absentee  ballots  in  Bladen  County. 

5.  On  December  17,  2018,  the  State  Board  issued  an  Order  of  Proceedings 
delaying  the  date  of  the  proposed  evidentiary  hearing  to  January  11,  2019. 

6.  Previously,  on  October  16,  2018,  a  Three  Judge  Panel  of  the  Superior 
Court  in  Wake  County  ("Three  Judge  Panel")  had  declared  the  composition  of  the 
State  Board  unconstitutional  but  stayed  its  order  until  the  State  Board  certified  the 
results  of  the  2018  General  Election  ("October  Order").  Thereafter,  the  Three  Judge 
Panel  extended  the  stay  of  its  October  Order  four  times  to  allow  the  State  Board  to 
complete  its  work  with  regard  to  the  2018  General  Election,  with  the  last  such  stay 


2 


extending  to  12:00  Noon  on  Friday,  December  28,  2018,  two  weeks  before  the  January 
11,  2019  hearing  scheduled  by  the  State  Board. 

7.  On  December  27,  2018,  the  Three  Judge  Panel  issued  an  order  declining 
to  extend  the  stay  of  its  October  Order  further  due  to  the  State  Board's  failure  to  meet 
its  self-imposed  timetables  previously  set  for  an  evidentiary  hearing.  Thus  the  State 
Board's  authority  ends  at  noon  today. 

8.  Since  the  State  Board  began  its  investigation,  no  evidence  has  been 
presented  to  justify  the  "well-settled"  North  Carolina  rule  that,  "An  election  or 
referendum  result  will  not  be  disturbed  for  irregularities  absent  a  showing  that  the 
irregularities  are  sufficient  to  alter  the  result."  Appeal  of  Ramseur.  120  N.C.  App. 
521,  525,  463  S.E.2d  254,  256  (1994),  citing,  inter  alia.  In  re  Clay  County  General 
Election,  45  N.C.App.  556,  570,  264  S.E.2d  338,  346,  disc,  review  denied.  299  N.C. 
736,  267  S.E.2d  672(1980). 

9.  Since  failing  to  certify  Dr.  Harris'  election,  the  State  Board  has  failed  to 
specifically  outline  any  facts  to  support  its  decision  not  to  certify  the  election  results 
in  the  9th  District  other  than  its  references  to  "irregularities". 

10.  The  Harris  Committee  encourages  all  proper  investigation  of  election 
irregularities  but  it  is  not  aware  of  irregularities  or  other  concerns  sufficient  in 
number  to  change  the  outcome  of  the  election  in  the  9th  District. 

11.  F ailure  to  certify  the  election  results  in  the  9th  District  immediately  will 
result  in  the  citizens  of  the  9th  District  lacking  representation  in  the  116th  Congress 
when  it  convenes  on  January  3,  2019  and  possibly  weeks  thereafter. 
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12.  The  State  Board's  investigation  regarding  absentee  ballots  in  Bladen 
County  or  other  issues  related  to  the  9th  District  may  be  continued  by  the  State 
elections  board  to  be  established  on  or  before  January  31,  2019  pursuant  to  Session 
Law  2018-146,  which  was  enacted  into  law  by  the  General  Assembly  yesterday. 

13.  The  rule  of  law  and  existing  precedent  requires  the  State  Board  to 
certify  the  9th  District  election.  The  constitutional  guarantees  of  equal  protection 
under  the  law  require  the  State  Board  to  certify  the  9th  District  election.  The  State 
Board’s  prior  practice  in  dealing  with  concerns  in  2016  of  deferring  to  the  rights  of 
the  voters  and  counting  votes  to  certify  any  election — especially  in  light  of  the  State 
Board’s  inaction  between  the  2016  and  2018  elections  to  guard  against  absentee 
ballot  problems  in  certain  counties — requires  the  State  Board  to  certify  the  9th 
District  election.  The  expectation  of  impartial,  nonpartisan  decision-making  by  the 
State  Board  requires  the  State  Board  to  certify  the  9th  District  election.  Most 
importantly,  the  will  of  the  voters  in  the  9th  Congressional  District  requires  this 
Board  to  certify  this  election. 

14.  The  citizens  of  the  9th  District  have  an  expectation  to  be  represented 
when  Congress  convenes  on  January  3,  2019.  The  State  Board  should  not  deprive 
the  citizens  of  the  9th  District  of  their  right  to  representation.  On  behalf  of  the  voters 
of  the  9th  District  who  are  being  disenfranchised  by  the  Board’s  inaction,  the 
Committee  petitions  and  demands  the  Board  to  certify  the  9th  District  election 
immediately. 
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WHEREFORE,  for  the  foregoing  reasons,  the  Mark  Harris  for  Congress 
Committee  respectfully  requests  that  the  State  Board  immediately  issue  an  order 
prior  to  noon  today  which  certifies  that  Dr.  Harris  was  duly  elected  in  the  2018 
General  Election  to  represent  the  citizens  of  the  9th  District  in  the  U.S.  House  of 
Rep  re  se  nt  ative  s 
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This  the  28th  day  of  December,  2018. 


By: 

ALEXANDER  C.  DALE 
N.C.  State  Bar  I.D.  No.:  028191 
For  the  firm  of 
Ward  and  Smith,  P.A. 

Post  Office  Box  7068 
Wilmington,  NC  28406-7068 
Telephone:  910.794.4800 
Facsimile:  910.794.4877 
Email:  acd@wardandsmith.com 

Attorneys  for  Mark  Harris  for  Congress 
Committee 
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CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE 


I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  this  day  served  a  copy  of  the  attached 
EMERGENCY  PETITION  TO  CERTIFY  ELECTION  BY:  MARK  HARRIS  FOR 
CONGRESS  COMMITTEE  to  the  following  by  delivering  the  same  by  email  to 

legal@iicsbe.gov  for  posting  to  the  online  portal  at  http s ://goo . gi/G1xKh5,  as 


referenced  in  Paragraphs  1  and  6  of  the  State 
December  17,  2018. 

Dan  K.  McCready 
Candidate,  U.S.  House 
do  Jonathan  Berkon 
700  13th  Street,  NW,  Suite  600 
Washington,  D.C.  20005 
JBerkon@r)erkinscoie.coin 

Vanessa  E.  Burton 

Candidate,  District  Court  Judge 

c/o  William  R.  Gilkeson 

434  Fayetteville  Street,  Suite  2500 

Raleigh,  NC  27601 

wgiIkeson@bdixon.com 

Russell  Priest 

Candidate,  Bladen  Board  of  Commissioners 
307  Keith  Avenue 
Elizabethtown,  NC  28337 


Earl  Storms 

Candidate,  Bladen  Soil  &  Water 
405  Storms  Road 
Bladenboro,  NC  28320 

Tim  Gause 

Candidate,  Bladen  Soil  &  Water 
137  Marvin  Hammond  Drive 
Bladenboro,  NC  28320 


Board's  Order  of  Proceedings  dated 


Jeff  Scott 

Candidate,  District  Court  Judge 
1300  Blueberry  Lane 
Charlotte,  NC  28226 
J  eff.  Scot  t@m  eckle  nbui-g.  Ip  nc .  or  g 

Jack  H.  Moody,  Jr. 

Candidate,  District  Court  Judge 
1111  Spanish  Oak  Lane 
Lumberton,  NC  28358 
J  ack .  h .  moodv@nccour  ts .  or  g 


Wayne  Edge 

Candidate,  Bladen  Board  of  Commissioners 
2202  First  Avenue 
Elizabethtown,  NC  28337 
J.wedge@hotmail.co.m 

Charles  Wendell  Gillespie 
Candidate,  Bladen  Soil  &  Eater 
874  Dewitt  Gooden  Road 
Elizabethtown,  NC  28337 
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This  the  28th  day  of  Decemher,  2018. 


ALEXANDER  C.  DALE^  ~  cfSSfeS 
N.C.  State  Bar  I.D.  No.:  028191 
For  the  firm  of 
Ward  and  Smith,  P.A. 

Post  Office  Box  7068 
Wilmington,  NC  28406-7068 
Telephone:  910.794.4800 
Facsimile:  910.794.4877 
email:  acd@war dandsmith ,  com 

Attorneys  for  Mark  Harris  for  Congress 
Committee 


ND:  4851-6684-4292.  V.  1 
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EXHIBIT  F 


N(8>RTH  CAROLINA 

State  Board  of  Elections  &  Ethics  Enforcement 


Mailing  Address'. 
P.O.  Box  27255 
Raleigh,  NC  27611 

(919)  814-0755 


December  28,  2018 


VIA  ELECTRONIC  MAIL 


Alexander  Dale 
acd@wardandsmith.com 


Re^  Emergency  Petition  to  Certify  the  Election  by  the  Mark  Harris  for 
Congress  Committee  (the  “Petition”). 


Attorney  Dale^ 

The  State  Board  of  Elections  &  Ethics  Enforcement  (the  “State  Board”) 
receiyed  the  aboye-referenced  Petition  by  email  at  lOnS  a.m.  today.  It  was 
transmitted  to  all  appointed  State  Board  members  at  lOnO  a.m.  Your  Petition 
requests  certification  before  noon  today,  which  would  require  consideration  in  an 
emergency  meeting  called  by  the  Chair  or  by  a  majority  of  State  Board  members.  See 
G.S.  §  163A-3(a).  Neither  has  occurred.  As  of  the  issuance  of  this  letter,  only  two 
board  members  requested  a  meeting  to  consider  your  petition. 

As  Chair  of  the  State  Board,  I  am  familiar  with  the  progress  of  the  agency’s 
inyestigation  and  announced  hearing  on  In  re  Investigation  of  election  irregularities 
affecting  counties  within  the  9th  Congressional  District  (herein  “In  re  Investigation 
of  Election  Irregularities”),  a  matter  now  pending  before  the  State  Board  under  G.S. 
§§  163A-1180  and  163A-1181  (fmr.  G.S.  §§  163-182.12  and  163-182.13,  respectiyely). 

The  State  Board,  as  presently  constituted  with  nine  appointees,  initiated  In  re 
Investigation  of  Election  Irregularities  on  its  own  motion.  On  Noyember  27,  the  State 
Board  conyened  the  canyass  and  authentication  meeting  required  by  G.S. 
§  163A-1172(c)  (fmr.  G.S.  §  163-182.5).  After  extensiye  briefing  from  counsel  and 
inyestigators  in  closed  session,  the  State  Board  unanimously  declined  to  certify 
results  in  the  contest  for  election  to  the  U.S.  House  of  Representatiyes  in  the  9th 
Congressional  District  in  the  exercise  of  G.S.  §  163A-1180  (fmr.  G.S.  §  163-182.12), 

nvn\7irlaG  qg  fnllnwG  in  vala\7Qnf  ncivfl 


N€>RTH  CAROLINA 


State  Board  of  Elections  &  Ethics  Enforcement 


The  State  Board  may  consider  protests  that  were  not  filed  in  compliance 
with  G.S.  163A-1177,  may  initiate  and  consider  complaints  on  its  own 
motion,  may  intervene  and  take  jurisdiction  over  protests  pending 
before  a  county  hoard,  and  may  take  any  other  action  necessary  to 
assure  that  an  election  is  determined  without  taint  of  fraud  or 
corruption  and  without  irregularities  that  may  have  changed  the  result 
of  an  election. 

On  November  30,  the  State  Board  ordered  officials  in  Bladen  and  Robeson  counties 
to  withhold  certificates  of  elections  in  three  additional  contests^  District  Court  in 
Judicial  District  16B  (Seat  2),  Bladen  County  Commissioner  (District  3),  and  Bladen 
Soil  and  Water  Conservation  District  Supervisor.  The  apparent  margin  of  victory  in 
each  additional  contest  represented  fewer  votes  than  those  presently  under  scrutiny 
in  connection  to  In  re  Investigation  of  Election  Irregularities.  In  addition,  on 
November  30,  the  State  Board  again  declined  to  certify  the  results  and  announced 
that  an  evidentiary  hearing  would  be  held. 

After  consultation  with  all  board  members,  on  December  17  I  executed  the 
enclosed  Order  of  Proceedings  on  In  re  Investigation  of  Election  Irregularities 
announcing  a  hearing  on  January  11  before  the  State  Board  “however  constituted  as 
the  body  then-authorized  to  enforce  C.S.  §§163A-1180  and  163A-1181  or  G.S. 
§§163-182.12  and  163-182.13.”  The  Order  of  Proceedings  established  evidentiary 
standards  and  procedural  requirements  governing  the  State  Board’s  consideration 
and  adjudication  of  this  matter.  It  established  relevant  dates  as  follows^ 

December  21^  Submission  of  affidavits  and  evidentiary  exhibits. 

January  6-  Submission  of  briefs  and  applications  pro  hac  vice. 

January  li:  Hearing  by  the  State  Board  at  the  N.C.  State  Bar. 

While  entry  of  a  written  order  will  conclude  the  State  Board’s  resolution  of  In 
re  Investigation  of  Election  Irregularities,  the  State  Board’s  work  is  ongoing, 
involving  substantial  efforts  to  gather  evidence  and  assess  allegations  of  unlawful 
conduct  affecting  the  elections  process  in  certain  counties  within  the  9th 
Congressional  District.  To  date,  the  State  Board’s  investigative  staff  has  conducted 
more  than  100  interviews,  and  the  staff  is  actively  engaged  in  the  review  of  more  than 
182,000  pages  of  materials  produced  in  response  to  12  subpoenas  for  documents 
issued  by  the  State  Board  under  G.S.  §  163A-4(a)  (fmr.  G.S.  §  163-23).  Based  on  a 
recommendation  from  staff,  the  Board  issued  numerous  additional  subpoenas  today. 


2 


N€>RTH  CAROLINA 


State  Board  of  Elections  it  Ethics  Enforcement 


As  you  know,  your  client  is  under  a  subpoena  dated  December  1,  but  has  made 
only  one  production  on  December  7  totaling  398  pages.  Yet  your  client  through 
counsel  indicated  that  you  possess  roughly  140,000  additional  documents  that  may 
be  responsive  but  have  not  yet  been  produced.  We  have  received  repeated 
assurances — as  recently  as  December  24 — regarding  your  efforts  to  comply  with  the 
subpoena.  You  are  hereby  requested  to  fully  comply  with  the  Board’s  subpoena  so 
as  to  not  further  impact  the  agency’s  ability  to  resolve  the  investigation. 

Staff  at  the  agency  have  made  several  attempts  to  schedule  an  interview  with 
your  client.  On  December  7  counsel  for  the  Harris  Committee  by  phone  indicated 
your  client  would  be  willing  to  sit  for  an  interview  following  production  of  documents. 
Your  client  retained  individual  counsel  and  on  December  24  agency  staff  sought  to 
confirm  his  continued  intent  to  be  interviewed.  We  await  confirmation  of  the  same. 

As  you  are  aware  the  State  Board  has  endeavored  to  meet  its  statutory 
obligations  in  a  transparent  manner.  We  have  and  we  will  continue  to  provide  public 
access  to  documents  and  evidence  to  the  fullest  extent  possible  without  undermining 
current  investigative  efforts.  To  date,  more  than  8,000  pages  of  materials  have  been 
posted  publicly.  The  evidentiary  hearing  itself  will  be  public. 

The  main  goal  of  State  Board  staff  has  been  and  continues  to  be  a  thorough 
and  transparent  investigation  into  elections  irregularities,  so  that  State  Board 
members  have  as  much  evidence  as  possible  in  front  of  them  when  they  consider 
whether  to  certify  the  9th  Congressional  District  contest  or  order  a  new  election.  The 
faith  of  voters  in  our  election  system  depends  on  that. 


Best  Regards, 


Joshua  D.  Malcolm 
Chair 

State  Board  of  Elections  &  Ethics  Enforcement 


cc^  State  Board  Members 
Enel. 
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NORTH  CAROLINA 

State  Board  of  Elections  &  Ethics  Enforcement 


IN  THE  MATTER  OF: 
Investigation  of  election 
irregularities  affecting  counties 
within  the  9th  Congressional 
District 


) 

)  ORDER  OF  PROCEEDINGS 

) 

) 

) 


As  directed  on  the  Notice  of  Date  of  Hearing,  this  matter  will  come  before  the 
State  Board  of  Elections  and  Ethics  Enforcement  (“State  Board”),  however 
constituted  as  the  body  then- authorized  to  enforce  G.S.  §§163A-1180  and  163A- 
1181  or  G.S.  §§163-182.12  and  163-182.13,  in  a  hearing  to  begin  at  10  a.m.  on 
January  11,  2019.  The  State  Board  will  consider  evidence  and  hear  testimony 
in  connection  with  an  investigation  into  irregularities  and  alleged  misconduct 
in  certain  counties  within  North  Carolina’s  Ninth  Congressional  District.  The 
proceedings  affect  the  final  certification  of  results  in  four  contests  in  the  2018 
general  election:  (l)  U.S.  Representative  for  North  Carolina’s  Ninth 
Congressional  District;  (2)  Seat  2  on  the  District  Court  in  Judicial  District  16B; 
(3)  Bladen  County  Commissioner  District  3;  and  (4)  Bladen  Soil  and  Water 
Conservation  District  Supervisor  (together,  the  “Contests”). 

The  Board  on  November  30,  2018,  determined  it  was  necessary  to  stay  final 
certification  of  the  latter  three  Contests  because  the  apparent  margin  of  victory 
in  each  race  represents  fewer  votes  than  those  under  scrutiny  in  the  State 
Board’s  investigation. 

The  hearing  will  commence  at  10:00  a.m.  in  the  courtroom  of  the  North 
Carolina  State  Bar,  located  at  217  East  Edenton  Street  in  Raleigh,  North 
Carolina. 


The  matter  will  be  considered  as  follows: 


Written  Briefs 


1.  Candidates  in  the  affected  Contests  shall  have  the  opportunity  to  submit 
written  hriefs  describing  their  positions  on  whether  the  State  Board  should 
either  (a)  certify  their  respective  elections  under  G.S.  §  163A-1184  (163-182.15) 
or  (b)  order  that  new  elections  be  held  under  G.S.  §  163A-1181  (163-182.13). 
All  written  briefs  must  be  received  by  the  State  Board  no  later  than  5-00  p.m. 
on  January  6,  2019.  Submissions  must  be  filed  electronically  by  email  to 
legal@ncsbe.gov.  See  Paragraph  6  for  distribution  of  materials. 

2.  Candidates  with  aligned  interests  are  encouraged  to  coordinate  among 
themselves  to  minimize  duplication  in  their  written  briefs. 

3.  No  brief  may  exceed  20  pages  produced  to  conform  with  the  font  size  and 
spacing  specifications  found  in  Rule  28(g)(1)  of  the  North  Carolina  Rules  of 
Appellate  Procedure.  Exhibits  will  not  count  against  the  maximum  page  count. 
Among  other  issues,  the  briefs  should  address  the  application  of  In  re  Judicial 
Review  by  Republican  Candidates  for  Election  in  Clay  County,  45  N.C.  App. 
556,  264  S.E.2d  338  (1980). 

4.  Statutory  citations  may  reference  section  numbers  either  from 
Chapter  163A  or  Chapter  163,  understanding  that  the  proper  citations  are  not 
easily  obtainable  through  publicly  available  sources  or  subscription  services. 
Parallel  citations  are  encouraged  but  not  required:  “G.S.  §  163A-1184 
(163-182.15).”  A  conversion  table  is  available  at  https://goo.gl/19pRR4. 

5.  General  objections  may  be  attached  to  the  filed  brief  as  an  addendum, 
which  shall  not  count  against  the  page  count  specified  in  Paragraph  3.  It  will 
not  be  necessary  to  raise  objections  orally  at  the  hearing  if  they  have  been  filed 
as  described.  Such  written  objections  shall  be  deemed  under  the  State  Board’s 
advisement  once  filed,  and  any  objection  not  specifically  sustained  shall  be 
deemed  denied. 

6.  Given  the  compressed  deadlines  governing  this  matter,  parties  are  not 
required  to  individually  serve  materials  on  each  other.  Rather,  all  briefing 
materials  or  supplemental  orders  shall  be  uploaded  to  the  following  online 
portal,  and  all  parties  shall  be  responsible  to  check  the  portal  for  updated 


information:  httpsV/goo.gl/GjxKhS.  Any  party  for  whom  online  access  poses  a 
prejudicial  burden  shall  petition  the  State  Board  in  writing  for  an  exception. 

Documents 

7.  All  candidates  and  other  interested  parties  will  continue  to  have  access 
to  relevant  documents  in  the  online  portal  first  announced  and  made  available 
by  the  State  Board  on  December  4,  2018:  https://goo.gl/GjxKh5.  The  State 
Board  will  continue  to  make  documents  available  at  that  online  portal  at  least 
through  the  January  11,  2019,  and  likely  thereafter.  Parties  are  encouraged  to 
reference  documents  by  the  exhibit  number  identified  in  the  portal. 

8.  All  candidates  and  other  interested  parties  who  wish  to  submit  affidavits 
or  other  pieces  of  evidentiary  information  may  upload  the  same  through  a 
portal  opened  for  that  purpose  until  5  p.m.  on  December  21,  2018: 
https://goo.gl/forms/fWyTBuLcgRNePxul.  The  deadline  in  no  way  obviates 
the  deadline  for  production  required  under  any  subpoena  issued  by  the  State 
Board  on  this  matter. 

Order  of  Matters  Presented  at  the  Hearing 

9.  At  the  hearing,  the  State  Board’s  staff  will  make  an  initial  presentation 
regarding  the  underlying  information  learned  in  the  course  of  their 
investigation. 

10.  After  the  initial  presentation,  the  State  Board  chair  will  call  witnesses 
and  staff  will  examine  those  witnesses  to  develop  the  record  on  which  the  State 
Board  will  make  factual  findings  necessary  to  certify  the  Contests,  order  new 
elections,  and/or  take  other  appropriate  action. 

11.  Those  witnesses  will  also  be  available  for  supplementary  examination  by 
State  Board  members  and  for  cross-examination  by  counsel  for  candidates  in 
the  affected  Contests,  or  by  the  candidates  themselves  if  they  are 
unrepresented. 

12.  Duplicative  questioning  will  be  severely  restricted,  and  the  State  Board’s 
Chair  will  retain  discretion  to  limit  questioning  by  time. 


13.  Candidates  in  affected  Contests,  either  personally  or  through  counsel, 
will  have  the  opportunity  to  make  their  cases  in  chief  after  the  State  Board 
staffs  presentation  and  calling  of  the  staffs  witnesses.  The  candidates,  either 
personally  or  through  counsel,  will  be  allowed  to  call  further  witnesses,  who 
will  be  subject  to  examination  as  described  in  Paragraphs  10,  11  and  12. 

Evidentiary  Standards 

14.  The  hearing  will  not  be  subject  to  the  North  Carolina  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (the  “APA”),  but  the  Board  will  be  guided  by  the  criteria  laid  out 
in  the  APA.  For  example,  hearsay  evidence  will  likely  be  admitted  if  found  to 
be  reliable.  See,  e.g.,  N.C.  Dep't  of  Pub.  Safety  v.  Ledford,  247  N.C.  App.  266, 
290'91,  786  S.E.2d  50,  66  (2016).  Articles  from  the  news  media  may  in  some 
limited  instances  be  admitted  if  offered  for  something  other  than  the  truth  of 
the  matter  asserted.  See,  e.g..  State  v.  Locklear,  322  N.C.  349,  360,  368  S.E.2d 
377,  384  (1988).  All  regular  exceptions  to  hearsay  will  apply,  and  the  hearing 
is  likely  to  include  substantial  testimony  relaying  statements  against  penal 
interest. 

15.  In  no  event,  however,  will  the  hearing  “dispense  with  any  essential 
element  of  a  fair  trial.”  See  Humble  Oil  &  Ref.  Co.  v.  Bd.  of  Aldermen  of  Town 
of  Chapel  Hill,  284  N.C.  458,  470,  202  S.E.2d  129,  137  (1974).  That  is,  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  outlined  above,  (l)  parties  whose  rights  are 
being  determined  will  be  given  the  opportunity  to  offer  evidence,  cross-examine 
adverse  witnesses,  inspect  documents,  and  offer  evidence  in  explanation  and 
rebuttal;  (2)  absent  stipulations  or  waiver,  the  Board  will  not  base  findings  as 
to  the  existence  or  nonexistence  of  crucial  facts  upon  unsworn  statements;  and 
(3)  crucial  findings  of  fact  that  are  “unsupported  by  competent,  material  and 
substantial  evidence  in  view  of  the  entire  record  as  submitted”  will  not 
stand.  Id. 

16.  This  administrative  hearing  may  involve  information  that  affects  other 
proceedings  that  bear  on  criminal  or  civil  liability.  The  failure  of  an  individual 
or  entity  to  make  themselves  available  for  interview(s)  following  the  request  of 
the  State  Board,  the  failure  of  an  individual  or  entity  to  produce  all  material 
either  requested  or  subpoenaed  by  the  State  Board,  and  the  failure  of  any 
individual  or  entity  to  attend  the  hearing  pursuant  to  the  terms  of  the  State 


Board’s  subpoena  may  permit  the  State  Board  members  to  draw  adverse 
inferences  against  those  individuals  or  entities.  See  Nantz  v.  Employment  Sec. 
Comm’n,  290  N.C.  473,  478,  226  S.E.2d  340,  343  (1976)  (citing  Baxter  v. 
Palmigiano,  425  U.S.  308,  318  (1976)). 

Attorneys  Not  Admitted  to  the  North  Carolina  State  Bar 

17.  Attorneys  not  admitted  to  the  North  Carolina  State  Bar  who  wish  to 
appear  at  the  hearing  for  candidates  for  election  in  the  Races  should  submit 
applications  to  appear  pro  hac  vice  to  legal@ncsbe.gov  by  5  p.m.  on  January  6, 
2019. 


Deliberation  &  Ruling 

18.  The  State  Board  members  will  deliberate  in  open  session  once  the  case 
is  submitted,  unless  it  convenes  in  closed  session  by  majority  vote  for  purposes 
permitted  under  G.S.  §  143-318.11.  The  State  Board  will  rule  on  the  matter 
by  vote  in  open  session.  A  written  order  prepared  by  counsel  and  signed  by  the 
Chair  will  follow  the  vote,  consistent  with  the  regular  practice  of  the  State 
Board. 


Attendance  &  Press 

19.  The  hearing  shall  be  open  to  the  public,  subject  to  the  facility  rules  of  the 
State  Bar  and  all  applicable  occupancy  and  safety  restrictions.  Entry  will  be 
ensured  for  the  parties,  their  counsel,  witnesses,  and  for  members  of  the  press 
described  in  Paragraph  20.  Members  of  the  public  will  be  admitted  on  a 
first'come  basis.  Time  restrictions  may  be  imposed  by  the  Chair  if  necessary  to 
accommodate  public  attendance. 

20.  All  non'credentialed  press  must  gain  admittance  alongside  the  public. 
To  obtain  press  credentials,  members  of  press  must  contact  State  Board  Public 
Information  Officer  Patrick  Gannon  (Patrick.Gannon@ncsbe.gov),  who  shall 
exercise  discretion  in  the  issuance  of  credentials.  Between  one  and  three  pool 
cameras  will  be  permitted,  within  the  discretion  of  P.I.O.  Gannon  and  subject 
to  the  facility  rules  of  the  State  Bar. 


Maintenance  of  Order 


21.  The  Chair  may  supplement  portions  of  this  Order,  if  deemed  necessary 
and  advisable.  All  parties,  witnesses,  and  attendees  are  hereby  placed  on 
notice  of  the  Chair’s  intent  to  exercise  authority  under  G.S.  §  163A-744 
(G.S.  §  163'24)  to  maintain  order  and  to  ensure  adherence  to  the  State  Board’s 
lawful  commands- 

The  Sta  te  Board  shall  possess  full  power  and  a  uthority  to  maintain 
order,  and  to  enforce  obedience  to  its  lawful  commands  during  its 
sessions,  and  shall  be  constituted  an  inferior  court  for  that 
purpose.  If  any  person  shall  refuse  to  obey  the  lawful  commands  of 
the  State  Board  or  its  chairman,  or  by  disorderly  conduct  in  its 
hearing  or  presence  shall  interrupt  or  disturb  its  proceedings,  it 
may,  by  an  order  in  writing,  signed  by  its  chairman,  and  attested 
by  its  secretary,  commit  the  person  so  offending  to  the  common  jail 
of  the  county  for  a  period  not  exceeding  30  days.  Such  order  shall 
be  executed  by  any  sheriff  to  whom  the  same  shall  be  delivered,  or 
if  a  sheriff  shall  not  be  present,  or  shall  refuse  to  act,  by  any  other 
person  who  shall  be  deputed  by  the  State  Board  in  writing,  and  the 
keeper  of  the  jail  shall  receive  the  person  so  committed  and  safely 
keep  him  for  such  time  as  shall  be  mentioned  in  the  Commitment- 
Provided,  that  any  person  committed  under  the  provisions  of  this 
section  shall  have  the  right  to  post  a  two  hundred  dollar  ($200.00) 
bond  with  the  clerk  of  the  superior  court  and  appeal  to  the  superior 
court  for  a  trial  on  the  merits  of  his  commitment. 


This  the  17th  day  of  December,  2018. 


Joshtia  D.  Malcolm 
Chair 


CERTIFICATE 


I,  Josh  Lawson,  general  counsel  to  the  North  Carolina  State  Board  of  Elections,  do  hereby 
certify  that  agency  staff  posted  the  foregoing  document(s)  in  the  manner  directed  hy 
Paragraph  6  of  the  Order  of  Proceedings  on  Friday,  December  28,  2018^ 

https7/dl.ncsbe.gov/index.html?prefix=State  Board  Meeting  Docs/Co 

ngressional  District  9  Portal/ 

This  Certificate  was  executed  and  affixed  on  the  belowindicated  date. 


This  the  30th  day  of  December,  2018. 


Josh  Lawson, 

General  Counsel 

N.C.  State  Board  of  Elections 
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County  Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


ALAMANCE  US  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  06  I  B.  Mark  Walker  I 

REP 

31,476  14,789  15,913  640  134 

if^sn  Watts 

DEM 

24,952  9,819  14,402  605  126 

Nc  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  24  |  |Rlck  Gunn  I 

REP 

30,961  14,588 1  15,561|  620  134 

il.  D.  Wooten  | 

DEM 

25,479  10,0231  14,711|  613  126 

Nc  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  063  |  lErlca  McAdoo  I 

DEM 

15,013  5,628  9,028  284  73 

Stephen  Ross 

REP 

1  15,31 1|  6,556  8,356  315  84 

Nc  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  064  |  lElllott  Llfnch  I 

DEM 

10,896  4,736  5,806  318  36 

Dennis  Riddell 

REP 

14,942  7,588  6,986|  3^1  ^ 

District  ATTORNEY  district  17  I  Bean  Boone  1 

REP 

38,746  17,833  19,903  832  178 

Nc  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  I 

REP 

1  19,851|  1  9,271|  1  10,1011  394  79 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

10,673  5,060 1  5,331||  22|  55 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

1  24,871|  9,790  14,355  603  123 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  I  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

29,890  14,069  15,084  608  129 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

25,2461  9,92?|  14,5S||  605 1  12| 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Kefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

20,190  9,4511  10,26li  377  94 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

23,908  i  929?  13,919  5751  Til 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

10,788  5,120  5,386  244  38 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

28,348  13,T3|  14,508  583  125 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr.  [ 

LIB 

3,134|  1,661|  1,408|  4|  18 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

23,696  9,206  13,792  584  114 

Nc  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  15A  SEAT  1  |  Tom  Lambeth  I 

DEM 

38,042  16,1281  20,871|  859  184 

Nc  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  15A  SEAT  2  |  Andy  Hanford 

DEM 

28,6951  11,551|  16,3^1  64|  135 

pat  Nadolski  I 

REP 

27,3121  12,81 1|  13,793  583  125 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  1 5A  SEAT  1  |  Brad  Allen  I 

DEM 

36,648  15,629  19,994  843 1  182 

ALAMANCE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  Amy  Scott  Galey 

REP 

1  29,86 1|  13,912  15,222  610i  Til 

Nristen  Powers  I 

DEM 

24,3261  9,671  13,953  585 1  TTil 

Robert  E.  (Bob)  Byrd 

DEM 

25,3131  10,131|  14,4671  604 1  TTil 

Bteven  J.  Carter  I 

REP 

26,619  12,344  13,585  5731  Til 

Alamance  county  clerk  of  superior  court  iKeffB.  Alien  I 

DEM 

25,278  10,049  14,523  579|  121 

Meredith  Tuck  Edwards  I 

REP 

30,855  14,428  15,655  644  128 

Alamance  county  sheriff  I  Terry  S.  Johnson  _ LREP_|  38,184  17,628  19,540 1  ^  179 

ALAMANCE-BURLINGTON  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  Yvette  Gaboufy  '  3,363  4,578  253 1  37| 


Hlison  Gant  26,365  11,716  13,935  609  105 
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County 

ALAMANCE 


ALEXANDER 


Contest 

ALAMANCE-BURLINGTON  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 


Choice 

Linda  Kinney 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


One  Stop 

11,335 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


M/OCIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  election 


ALAMANCE  COUNTY  SCHOOL  BONDS 


ALAMANCE  COUNTY  COMMUNITY  COLLEGE  BONDS 


ALAMANCE  COUNTY  LOCAL  SALES  AND  USE  TAX 


Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  0~^ 


No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  42 


Fred  Bowman 

Gene  Brooks 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Against 


Abs  Mail 

436  [ 

442 

339 

455 

349 

4r 


Provisional 

91| 

92 
62 

93 
85 


ALAMANCE  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 

Bavid  Morrow 

23,83f 

10,972 

12,241| 

506 

113 

SUPERVISOR 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  6^ 
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County 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


]  Chuck  Kitchen 


9,548 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  22A  SEAT  1 


Michael  Monaco,  Sr. 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 
]  Carole  A.  Hicks 

Brantley  Ostwalt 
W.  Carey  Parker 
Rob  Young 
Daryl  G.  Davidson,  Sr. 


Alexander  county  board  of  commissioners 


IM.EXANDER  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT 

Alexander  county  register  of  deeds 


Alexander  county  sheriff 


Mexander  county  board  of  education  district 
1 


Alexander  county  board  of  education  district 


Ashley  Dale  Sharpe 
(Write-In) 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 

Matthew  Scoggins 
(Write-In) 


108 

5 


46 

3 


59 

2 


Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 

lleffresf  Elmore  1 

REP 

9,658  3,919  5,625  94  20 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Darbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

5,931  2,366  3,490 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

4,176  1,753  2,372  38  13 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

3,382 1  1,171|  2,120  82  9 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

9,934  4,049  5,769  96  20 

llohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

3,588  1,254  2,233  92  9 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [lefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

7,048  2,863  4,1021  71|^^^H.1i 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

3,170  1.098  1,986 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

1  2,9471  1,2271  1,673|  10 

2L 

0 
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County 

ALEXANDER 


ALLEGHANY 


Contest 


Choice 


ALEXANDER  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT 


HLexander  county  board  of  education  district 


ALEXANDER  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 
BISTRICT  SUPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisfT 


BTRENGTHENING  VICTIMS  RIGHTS 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Us  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT 


Party 


Nc  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  45 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  6^ 


District  attorney  district  34~ 


Nc  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


David  S.  Odom 

Matt  Cooksey 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
Marty  Loudermilt  (Write-In) 

Matthew  Lynn  Reese  :  ; 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous)"' ' 


[Eugene  White 

BIN  Chapman 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 

Against 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 
Virginia  Foxx 
PD  Adams 


Total  Votes 


Election  Day 


One  Stop 


Abs  Mail 


Provisional 


Mfes  Luth^ 


Deanna  Ballard 


Wen  Poindexter 


Barah  Stevens 

iiohn  Worth  Wiles 


Tom  E.  Florner 


Barbara  Jackson 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 


Anita  Earls 
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County 


Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

2,936  1,084  1,804  48  0 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  | 

DEM 

1,383  412  930 1  4il  0 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

1,935  729  1,173  33  0 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

1,222  375  8161  3l|  0 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

990  346  623 1  ^  0 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  i 

REP 

2,799  1,036  1,716|  4?  0 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr.  | 

LIB 

183  80  98  5  0 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

1 ,285  369  880  36  0 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  23  SEAT  1  |  Robert  (Rob)  Crumpton 

REP 

3,426 1  1,241|  2,120  65  0 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  23  SEAT  2  |  William  (BIN)  Brooks 

REP 

3,32^  1  1,211|  2,046 1  ^  0 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  23  SEAT  3  |  David  V.  Byrd 

REP 

1  3,22 1|  1,179|  1,981||  6il  0 

NLLEGHANY  county  board  of  commissioners  I  Kohn  Goudreau  | 

LIB 

1  2^1  121]  160  6  0 

Wade  (Bobby)  Irwin 

REP 

2,248  8^1  1,371|  35  0 

Mechelle  K.  Luffman 

REP 

1  1,931|  668  1,219  44  0 

Billy  (Bill)  Osborne 

DEM 

1,9371  604  1,289  44  0 

George  A.  Peebles 

UNA 

1  8^  284  556 1  Til  0 

Mildred  (Milly)  Richardson 

DEM 

1,4271  503  886  38  0 

Larry  Davis 

DEM 

1,6551  ^  1,062  36  0 

Hark  Evans  I 

REP 

2,500  865  1,588|  4|  0 

IfcLLEGHANY  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  |  Ritchie  Hayworth 

UNA 

420  164  253  3  0 

David  (Casey)  Jones 

DEM 

1,9201  6^  1,255  38  0 

Karen  Gambill  Leys 

DEM 

1,794|  ^  1,173  40  0 

Donna  Moxley  Rea 

REP 

2,245 1  77il  1,429  45  0 

Amy  Bottomley 

REP 

2,8741  1,041|  1,781|  52  0 

Jason  Carpenter 

REP 

2,0971  788  1,265  44  0 

Amanda  Taylor  Edwards 

DEM 

1,2551  3^  829  29  0 

IfcLLEGHANY  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT  |  Rebecca  (Susie)  Gambill 

DEM 

3,552 1  1,241|  2,248  63  0 

IULLEGHANY  COUNTY  SHERIFF  |  Bryan  Maines 

DEM 

3,346  1,158  2,129  59  0 

Randy  Clay  Boger 

REP 

1,206  424  749  33  0 

pLLEGHANY  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  Yancy  Sparks  2,77ll  1,002  1,723  46  0 

DISTRICT  SUPERVISOR 

Mm  P.  Brown  2,868  985  1,828  55  0' 


Write-In  (MiscellaneousJ^^^B  75  30  44 1  1|  Oi 
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County 

ALLEGHANY 


ANSON 


Contest 

Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Choice 


Election  Day 


One  Stop 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


M/WCIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Ripartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


IM.LEGHANY  COUNTY  LOCAL  SALES  AND  USE  TAX 


Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  6q~ 


NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  25 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  OSS' 


District  attorney  district  21~ 


NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


Barbara  Jackson 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
^Ita  Earls 
Andrew  T.  Heath 
ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


ilefferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 


Chuck  Kitchen 


Michael  Monaco,  ^ 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 


Abs  Mail 
65 


Provisional 

0 
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County 

ANSON 


Contest 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  16A  SEAT  1 


Choice 


Party 


]  6hris~Rhue~ 


Total  Votes 

5,742 


Election  Day 

2,828 


One  Stop 

2,754 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  16A  SEAT  3 


]  iBhevonne  Wallace 


fcNSON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT 


Gaye  B.  Harrington 
yancine  SturdivanT 


fcNSON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT 


[Todd  Moore 

illm  Slm^ 


WISON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT 


i^wrence  Gatewood 


IfcNSON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  AT-LARGE 


Terry  Helms 
I  Mitchell  Huntley 
Gay  Lookabill 
Marilynn  Bennett 


IMISON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  2 


)  Bobble  J.  Little 


IMISON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  4 


]  Lisa  Davls~ 


MISON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  5 

Bnson  county  clerk  of  superior  court 


I  George  Truman 


]  liark  Hammonds 


Bnson  county  sheriff 


]  Liindrlc  Reid 


Unson  soil  and  water  conservation  district 

iUPERVISOR 


Mmberly  Tyner 


Nichole  Hatley  Carpenter 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisfT 


]EZ 


Against 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


]E^ 


M/OGMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Against 
|For 
Against 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


]E^ 


Against 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


]E^ 


Against 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


]E^ 


Against 


Abs  Mail 

138. 


Provisional 

22 
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County 

ANSON 


ASHE 


Contest 

^SON  COUNTY  MALT  BEVERAGE  ELECTION  -  ON  AND 
^FFPREMI^ES^  _ 


fcNSON  COUNTY  MALT  BEVERAGE  ELECTION  -  ON 
PREMISES  ONLY 


MISON  COUNTY  MALT  BEVERAGE  ELECTION  -  OFF 
PREMISES  ONLY 


SiSON  COUNTY  MALT  BEVERAGE  ELECTION  -  HOTELS, 

iic^ 


UNSON  county  unfortified  WINE  ELECTION  -  ON 
Und  off 


IWSON  COUNTY  UNFORTIFIED  wTnE  ELECTION  -  ON 
PREMISES  ONLY 


Choice 


Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day 

2,8171  1 ,630 


One  Stop 

1,123 


Provisional 

10 


Against 


^SON  COUNTY  UNFORTIFIED  WINE  ELECTION  -  OFF 

Premises  only 


IfcNSON  COUNTY  MIXED  BEVERAGE  ELECTION" 


Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  ol" 


Against 


2,434 

1,269 

2,575  [ 
1,780 
2,164 
4,266 


2,533  L 
822 


2,671| 


1,312 

2,270 

3,484 


Toil 

36 

109 
65  [ 
88 
189 


20 

9 

18 


Ti] 


18 

15 


Dd  Adams  | 

DEM 

3,823  1,626  2,068 1  121]  8 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  45  |  Wes  Luther 

DEM 

3,559  1,510  1,918|  121]  10 

Deanna  Ballard 

REP 

7,940  4,220  3,5^  185  12 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  093  |  Jonathan  C.  Jordan  | 

REP 

7,112  3,794  3,146  159  13 

Ray  Russell 

DEM 

4,5081  T9^  2,355 1  i^  9 

District  attorney  district  34  |  Tom  E.  Homer  1 

REP 

8,875 1  4,641|  4,0li  208  14 

No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

4,743  2,444  2,173  116  10 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

2,772  1,580  1,136  53  3 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

3,644  1,550  1,963  122  9 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

7,2921  3,91 1|  3,20  ill  i^  13 

llohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

3,826  1,633  2,059  125  9 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

4,900  2,679  2,106|  i^  8 
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County  Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 

Ashe  I  No  court  of  appeals  judge  seat  2  I  Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

3,390  1,412  1,854  115  9 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

2,466  1,268  1,132|  6l|  5 

No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  (Shuck  Kitchen  I 

REP 

1  6,901|  3,688  3,042 1  10 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

1  671]  375  285  8  3 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

3,450  1,4281  1,89?||  Ti|  8 

No  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  23  SEAT  1  I  Robert  (Rob)  Crumpton 

REP 

8,173  4,299  3,662  198  14 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  23  SEAT  2  I  William  (BIN)  Brooks 

REP 

7,895  4,148 1  3,54 1|  192  14 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  23  SEAT  3  |  David  V.  Byrd  I 

REP 

7,9011  4,149  3,552  lO^U’^^^l# 

ASHE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  |  Rex  Goss  I 

DEM 

4,412  2,032  2,235  13|^^^^H 

[Todd  A.  McNeill  I 

REP 

8,060  4,193  3,665  lg8^^^^l| 

William  Sands 

REP 

6,5731  333^  3,063  164  ‘9 

Richard  C.  Blackburn 

DEM 

5,206 1  2,391|  2,651|  155  9 

Larry  DIx 

REP 

6,740  3,579  2,990  I6OI  Til 

Ashe  county  clerk  of  superior  court  I  Pam  W.  Barlow  I 

REP 

9,623  4,994  4,384  226  19 

Ashe  county  register  of  deeds  I  Deaett  Roten 

DEM 

8,266  4,082  3,9521  2i|  15 

ASHE  COUNTY  SHERIFF  |  B.  Phil  Howell  I 

REP 

5,992 1  3,191|  2,65111  Tsil  13 

J.E.  (Bucky)  Absher 


IWHE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 


]  [Todd  Holden 


Bteve  Johnson 


USHE  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
iUPERVISOR 


Penn^  Johnson-Brittain 
Pol^  S.  Jones 
Paul  Marenco 

Keith  McClure 
Terry  A.  Williams 
planne  Eldreth 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
Ryan  Huffman 


2,900 
1 ,072 
1,989 
1,445 
2,073 
462 
2,528 
1,623[ 
2,410 

45; 

3,148 


2,990 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


180 

44 

100 

66 

136 

30 

134 


HE 


135 


170 


10 

6 

8 

6 

3 

3 

8 


9 

0 

M5 
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County 


ftVERY 


Contest 

Require  photo  id  to  vote 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 

Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  elections 

1US  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  05 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  46 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  085 

District  attorney  district  35 

Nc  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


Nc  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  24  SEATT 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  24  SEAfT~ 

NVERY  county  board  of  COMMISSIONERS 


Nvery  county  clerk  of  superior  court' 


Choice 

Against 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 
Virginia  Foxx 
pD  Adams 

Art  Sherwood 
ft^arren  paniej_ 


Howard  Larsen 


tfosh  Dobson 


Beth  Bani^ 


Barbara  Jackson 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
Anita  Earls 
Andrew  T.  Heath 
(john  S.  Arrowood 


tfefferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 


Chuck  Kitchen 


Michael_Monacq,  ^r^ _ 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 
Gary  Gavenus 


tarry  Leal^ 


Blake  Vance 


Wood  (Woodie)  Hall  Young 
Jr. 

Dennis  Aldridge 
pick  Crews 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 

Till 

174  16 

128  6 


]  Lisa  F.  Daniels 
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County 


ftVERY 


BEAUFORT 


Contest 


]  IfcVERY  COUNTY  SHERIFF" 


UVERY  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
lUPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisfT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


M/OOMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Rvery  county  local  sales  and  use  tax 


]US  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  0~3~ 


No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  03 


No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  07^ 


District  attorney  district  02~ 


No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


Choice 


Party 


]  Kevin  Fry^ 


REP 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 

4,875  3,346 
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One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 

1 ,392  99  38 


Mark  Forbes  (Write-In) 


Bill  Beuttell 


ton  Coleman 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 
|For 

Against 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 

ISalter  B.  Jones 


Erica  D.  Smith 


C.  (Chuck)  Earley,  Jr 
i^ith  Kidwell 
Jerry  E.  Langley 


Beth  Edwards 


Barbara  Jackson 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
toita  Earls 
Andrew  T.  Heath 
(john  S.  Arrowood 


Jefferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 
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County 


Contest 


Choice 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


One  Stop 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

10,784  5,292  5,386  106  0 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr.  1 

LIB 

704  384  312  8  0 

Hlegra  Katherine  Collins  | 

DEM 

6,880 1  2,531|  4,199  150  0 

No  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  02  SEAT  1  |  Wayland  J.  Sermons,  Jr. 

DEM 

1  13,151|  5,761|  7,1811  203  0 

No  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  02  SEAT  1  |  Sarah  A.  Homes  | 

REP 

9,274  4,444 1  4,721|  109  0 

Darrell  B.  Cayton,  Jr. 

DEM 

9,254  3,840  5,258  156  0 

No  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  02  SEAT  2  |  Regina  R.  Parker 

DEM 

12,086  5,275  6,618  193  0 

SEAUFORT  county  board  of  COMMISSIONERS  |  iRandlf  Walker  | 

DEM 

2,628  1,058  1,535  35  0 

iFrankle  Waters  | 

REP 

5,216  2,495  2,677  44  0 

|Ed  Booth  1 

DEM 

5,153  1,929|  3,1  111  113  0 

Stan  Deatherage 

REP 

3,679  1,825  1,8031  5l|  0 

TandwDunn  I 

REP 

1,963  985  958  20  0 

SEAUFORT  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  2  |  |E.C.  Peed  | 

DEM 

1,4911  650  834  13  0 

SEAUFORT  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  4  |  Terry  Williams 

REP 

1  1,441|  570  863  8  0 

SEAUFORT  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  6  |  Michael  Bllbro  i 

REP 

1,338  524  793 1  21]  0 

SEAUFORT  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  8  |  Sutch  Oliver  | 

REP 

2,2531  1,331  875 1  41]  0 

SEAUFORT  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT  |  Marty  Paramore  1 

DEM 

13,825  5,996  7,620  209  0 

SEAUFORT  COUNTY  SHERIFF  ItTon^Keech,  Jr.  | 

CST 

2,828  1,375  1,422|  3l|  0 

Al  J.  Whitney 

DEM 

6,735  2,453  4,144  138  0 

|Ernle  Coleman  ^™»™]LiREP  1  9,355  4,600  4,656  99  0 

i 


lEAUFORT  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
lUPERVISOR 


|g.  Archie  Griffin 

Greg  Dority  (Write-In) 
Adam  Philipps 
jjames  Allen 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


9,245 


4,098 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Against 
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County 

ilAUfORJ 


BERTIE 


Contest 

i  Require  photo  id  to  vote 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 

Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  elections 
I  Us  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  01 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  03 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  001 

District  attorney  district  07 

No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 

No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


^ERTIE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT 
^ERTIE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT 
gERTIE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT 

Bertie  county  clerk  of  superior  court 

Bertie  county  sheriff 

Bertie  county  board  of  education  district  2 


Bertie  county  board  of  education  district  3 


Choice 

Against 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 

Roger  W.  Allison 
B-  K.  Butterfield 


Brica  D.  Smith 


C.  (Chuck)  Earley,  Jr. 


Edward  C.  Goodwin 


[Ronald  (Ron)  Wesson 


Nalerie  Mitchell  Asbell 


Barbara  Jackson 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 


Anita  Earls 

Andrew  T.  Heath 

iiohn  S.  Arrowood  j 

tfefferson  G.  Griffin  j 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

Phuck  Kitchen  j 

iiichael  Monaco,  Sr.  | 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 
Greg  Atkins 

Tammy  A.  Lee 

Ernestine  (Byrd)  Bazemore 

Nasti  F.  James  j 

(|ohn  Holleg 

Rickey  Freeman 
Jerry  Jordan  (Write-In) 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous)!p^j-.^J 
[Emma  H.  Johnson 


Party  Total  Votes 


6,244 

6,339 

Ti,590 


FREpI 


DEM 

DEM 

REP 

REP 

DEM 

DEM 

REP 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

REP 

LIB 

DEM 

DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


I  DEM  I 

bPEM^j 


jT,189 

'10,786 

2,471| 

““4,419 
4,294 
2,535 
2,508 
4,358 
5,91 1| 

1,743 

745 

4,091 

2,510 

4,200 

2,022 

4,108 

5311 

2,410 

116 

4,141| 

5,858 

5,720 

5,143 

5,316 

”“5,^ 


4,522 

-  53 

66 
1 .760 


Election  Day 

2,380 

2,799 

5,226 

3.05n 

4,9811 

1,553 

2,375 

2,298 

1,604 

1.56n 

2,3471 

3,342 

1,063 

4871 

2,198 

1,572 

2,268 

1,273 

2,223 

326 

1,516 

64 

2,233 

3,320 

3,238 

2,883 

2,968 

3,208 

2,523 

18 

49 

1,006 


One  Stop 

3,738 
3,445 
6,20 1| 

““4,0^ 
5,643 
“  8  7l 
1,955[ 
1,91 1| 
884  [ 
895 
1,9211 

2,451 

642 

246 

1,820 

891| 

1,8471 

715 
1 ,798 
195 
849  [ 
49  [ 

1 ,82t 

2,425 

2,371| 

2,159 

2,242 
2,335  [ 
1,909 
34 
15[ 
722  f 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 


126  0 

95  0 

163  0 

100  0 

162  0 

36  8 

3  32 

55  30 

m  10 

35!  ~n\ 


56  28 

75|  3| 

30  8 

8  4 


521  ^ 

38  9 


53 

26 

52 

13 

M 


54  [ 
76  [ 


32 

8 

30 

3 

8 

2 

13 

3| 


73  38 


63  38 


69  [ 

z3 

64 

0[ 

Ij1[ 

2ilf 


H 

38 

26 

□ 

Til 
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County 


ffcADEN 


Contest 


Choice 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


One  Stop 


Bertie  county  board  of  education  district  4 


E 

i 


lERTIE  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
lUPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Bertie  county  local  sales  and  use  tax' 


iUS  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT^ 


Christine  Dudley 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


I  Wton  H.  Parker 


Nivian  Saunders 

Norman  M.  Cherry 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  O'!" 


No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  08 


Blount  Knowles 

James  S.  Pugh 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous)_ 


Against 
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County 

BLADEN 


Contest 

i  NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  022 

District  ATTORNEY  district  15 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  13  SEAfT 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  13  SEAfY 

Bladen  county  board  of  commissioners 
District  i 

E LADEN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
ISTRICT  2 


ILADEN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
HSTRICT  3 


Bladen  county  board  of  education  at-large 


Bladen  county  board  of  education  district  i 

Bladen  county  board  of  education  district  2 

Bladen  county  board  of  education  district  3 

Bladen  county  clerk  of  superior  court 

Bladen  county  coroner 

Bladen  county  register  of  deeds 


Choice 


Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


]  William  Brisson  |  REP  |  7,096 

Martin  (Tony)  Denning  |  DEM  |[  5,621| 

1  Jon  David  ||  REFI  8,150 

1  Barbara  Jackson  ||  REP  |  5,015 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin  |  REP  |  1,816 

Anita  Earls  |  DEM  |  5,706 

]  Andrew  T.  Heath  |  REP  |  6,653 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  ||  DEM  |l  5,82|| 

]  Jefferson  G.  Griffin  ||  REP~|  5,259 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson  |  DEM  |  5,684 

Bandra  Alice  Ray  ||  REP  |  1,515 

]  Chuck  Kitchen  ||  REP~|  6,438 

iirchael  Monaco,  Sr.  ||  LIB  |  256 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins  |  DEM  |  5,770 

]  M:  Fred  Gore"  ''1|  REP  |  7,979 

]  William  F.  Fairley  |  REP  |l  7,491 

'  Arthur  A.  Bullock  |  DEM  |  2,888 

Charles  Ray  Peterson  ||  REP~~|  2,78S 

Dawson  Singletary  |  DEM  |  1,499 

Bussell  Priest  ||  DEM~1l  2,40l| 

Wayne  Edge  |  REP  |l  2,1611 

]  tfnce  Rozier  ||  DEM~~|  2,695 

Cory  L.  Singletary  |  DEM  11  2,9911 

[llm  Benton  ||  DEM~|  1,896 

Dennis  Edwards  I  REP  I  5,07? 


3,361|  3,290  [ 

2,285  2,945 

3,918  3,784 

2,24i  2,436 

995  726 

2,306  3,006  [ 

3,156  3,079 

2,376  3,04^ 

2^  2,469  [ 

2,3111  2,980  [ 

759  660 

3,042  2,990 

1461  91 

2,328  3,0311 

3,795  3,698  [ 

3,608  3,466 

1,2111  1,516[ 

1,326  1,173[ 

751|  645 

1 ,006  1 ,240 

92n  1,156 

1 ,282  1 ,248 

1 ,045  1 ,741] 

854  826 

2,435  2,392 


441| 

385 

442 

334 

95 

Hit 

4U 

398 
331] 

38| 
95  [ 
403 
13 

399 

418 

l5| 

281] 

103 

1^,. 

83  [ 
163 
208 
215[ 
242 


4 

6 

6 

3 
0 

1 

4 
6 
2 
6 

j] 

3 
0 
6 

5 
5 

4 

■2 

0 

2 

j] 

2 

3 

j] 

4 


GaryRhoda  |  DEM  |  2,854  1,204  1,488  158  4 

Roger  Carroll  |  DEM  |  3,034  1,549  1,278  206 1  l| 

Wan  T.  West  H  DEM  |  3,210  1,392  1,655  160  3 

Niki  S.  Dennis  ||  DEMTI  10,026  4,5161  4,931||  571|  8 

Kenneth  T.  Clark  |  DEM  |  9,3051  4,22?!  4,586  484  8 

Beverly  T.  Parks  ||  DEM  f  7,1®  2,954  3,658  545  5 

ilason  Britt  ||  REP~|  ^  5,472  2,650  2,545  273  4 
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BRUNSWICK 


Contest 

Bladen  county  sheriff 


Choice 


Party 


Total  Votes 


Election  Day 


E 

1 


LADEN  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
lUPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


M/OOMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Bladen  county  local  sales  and  use  tax~ 


Against 


3,750 


One  Stop 

3,216 

2,919 

2,052 

2,673 
3,256  [ 
76 
3,683 
2,399  [ 
3,750 
2,376 
3,510 
2,577  [ 
3,509 
"  2,672  [ 
2,456 
3,536 
2,694 
3,277 
1,970[ 
4,132 


Abs  Mail 
429 
385 
445 

288 


~34i] 


6 

496 


Tiil 


496 

_322 

[47i| 


;33| 


468 


351 


402 

405 

413 


271 


550 


Provisional 

4 

6 

4 

4 

5 
0 
5 
3 
5 

5 

3 

6 


4 

5 


Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  07  |  David  W.  Fallln  ■  | 

CST 

8751  38JI  473  12  3 

l^e  Horton 

DEM 

22,840  6,834  15,373  468  165 

Oavid  Rouzer  | 

REP 

35,312  12,673  21,878  504|  2^ 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  08  |  Anthony  H.  Mascolo 

LIB 

1,836  765  1,034  26 1  111 

Bill  Rabon  I 

REP 

1  35,431|  12,786  21,866  513  266 

Bavid  W.  Sink,  Jr.  I 

DEM 

21,516  6,243  14,682,  442  149 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  017  |  |Frank  Her  | 

REP 

28,930  10,i02|  18,191|  440|  T9| 

Tom  Simmons  | 

DEM 

16,642  4,920  11,225  377  120 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  018  |  Louis  Harmatl  | 

REP 

6,6651  2,6371  3,902  73  53 

[loseph  D.  Sharp  | 

LIB 

3601  188  2  3 

Deb  Butler 

DEM 

6,044  1,925  3,994  83  42 

District  ATTORNEY  district  15  IBonOavid  I 

REP 

44,8661  15^  27,964  663  322 
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County 

|RiiNSvy]CK_ 


Contest 

1 NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


Choice 


Party 


1  Barbara  Jackson 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


Christopher  (Chris)  Angiin 
Anita  Earis 
1  Andrew  T.  Heath 


ilohn  S.  Arrowood~ 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


]  ilefferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 


Bandra  Aiice  Ray 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


]  Chuck  Kitchen 


Hichaei  Monaco,  Sr. 


Allegra  Katherine  Coiiins 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRiCT  13B  SEAT  1 


]  Qla  M.  Lewis 


NC  DiSTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DiSTRiCT  13  SEATT 


1  jy.  Fred  Gore 


NC  DiSTRiCT  COURT  JUDGE  DiSTRiCT  13  SEAT^ 


RUNSWiCK  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMiSSiONERS 
BISTRICT  1 


P 

m 


RUNSWiCK  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMiSSiONERS 
tSTRICT  2 


I 


RUNSWiCK  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATiON  DiSTRiCT 


William  F.  Fairley 
Randy  Thompson 

Marilyn  Priddy 

J.  M.  (Marty)  Cooke 
William  (Bill)  Flythe 


Charles  W.  Miller 


(RUNSWICK  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT 


iloanne  Levitan 


Brunswick  county  clerk  of  superior  court 

Brunswick  county  sheriff 


Gerald  (Jerry)  Benton 
]  James  J.  (Jim)  MacCallum 
]  John  W.  Ingram  V 


Charles  Warren 


RUNSWICK  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 
ISTRICT  SUPERVISOR 


Elliot  Swain 


John  Albee  (Write-In) 
ilody  E.  Clemmons 

William  Rogers  (Write-In 
Ronald  Ambrose  (Write-In) 
Jason  Poulin  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


REP 


UNA 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


Total  Votes 

26,524 


10, 54  ill 


21,192 

35,813 

22,305' 

'25^724 


Election  Day  One  Stop 

9,238 1  16,75i| 

6,165 
1 4,433  r 


20,756 

11.514 

34,205 


2,241| 


21,581| 


43,7251 


41,621| 


40,914_ 

42,790 

18,788 

34,456 
22,659  [ 

35,464 

22,899 

35,085 
43,284  [ 
42,743 


15,392 

^4,128 

6 

39,374 

10 

5 

6 
565 


4,11?! 


6,166 
1 2,839  f 


6,624 

9,162 

6,025 

4,243 


15.47;l 


6,81- 


12,708 

6,908 

12,548 


15,4471 


15,096 

4,493 

11,552 

.2; 

13,366 

8 


212 


22,21' 


15,06g 

15,986 

14,155 

7,049 

21,260 


12,205 

9451  1,2471 

6,269  14,715 


27,265  L 
14,868  25,830 

14,7121  25,29l|r 

15,278  26,562 


5,6621  12,611| 

12,376  21,323 

15,238 


21,990 

15,379 

21,772 

26,883 

26,730 

10,423 

21,809 

25,165 


7z:i 

'328 


Abs  Mail 
370 

158f 


441| 

511| 


454 
384 
428 
145 
486 

30 

449 

l66| 

629 

621| 

642 

386 

500  [ 
446 

510 

455  [ 

503 

642' 

612 

353 

558 

0 

596  [ 
0 
0 
0 
15 


Provisional 

165 

Toil 


152 

252 

165 

192 

148 

77 

254 

19 

148 

316 

294 

290 

308 

129 


164 

256 

3^ 


262 

312 

305 

123 

209 

0 

0 

0 

0 

10 
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Contest 

Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Buncombe 


1  Us  HOUSE  OF  representatives  districtIF' 


Choice 


Party  Total  Votes 

IgS  J  38;57| 

41,918 
16,135 


Abs  Mail 
575 
375 
688 
269 
615 
350 


601 


378  L 

429 

526 


491 


469 

452 


Provisional 

292 

114 

318 

99 

300 

113 


3111 

Tlil 


199 

200 


l22| 


175 

54 


David  Wilson  Brown  | 

DEM 

40,230  11,272  27,614  1,202  142 

Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  1 1  |  Clifton  B.  Ingram,  Jr. 

LIB 

1,25?|  604  613  26  14 

Nark  Meadows 

REP 

26,7111  10,436  15,733  455  93 

Phllllp  G.  Price  | 

DEM 

33,045 1  8,231|  23,818  919  77 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  48  |  Norm  Bossert  | 

DEM 

12,072  3,156  8,423  472|  2l| 

Chuck  Edwards  I 

REP 

1  10,731|  4,324  6,065  316  26 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  49  |  Lvndon  John  Smith  | 

LIB 

2,290  1,144  1,077  48 1  21| 

Terry  Van  Duyn 

DEM 

61,092  16,284  42,968  1,6231  2i| 

Mark  Craw/ford 

REP 

32,519  13,172  18,665  580  102 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  1 14  |  Busan  0.  Fisher  i 

DEM 

34,542  10,063  23,388  953  138 

Kris  A.  LIndstam 

REP 

7,444  3,3741  3,83l|  208  25 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  115  |  John  Ager 

DEM 

23,683  5,954  17,025  636  68 

Amy  Evans 

REP 

16,953  6,634  9,960  314  45 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  116  |  Brian  Turner  i 

DEM 

1  19,571|  5,620  13,339  566  46 

Marilyn  A.  Brown 

REP 

1  16,091|  6,290  9,396  352  53 

District  attorney  district  40  I  Todd  M.  Williams  1 

DEM 

i  86,1571  25,499  58,026  2,325|  ^ 

No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

32,7581  12,9271  19,036  678 1  Til 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

1  12,701  5,4581  6,931  268  44 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

71,858  19,0541  50,491  2,055  252 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

43,628  17,740  24,859  880  149 
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County 

&UNCOMBE~ 


Contest 

I NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


Choice 


]  jlohn  S.  Arrowood 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


]  i^efferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 


Sandra  Alice  Ray 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


]  iChuck  Kitchen 


iiichael  Monaco,  Sr. 


Allegra  Katherine  Collins 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  28  SEAT  1 


]  iHarvin  P.  Pope 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  28  SEAT  2 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  28  SEATT 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  28  SEATT" 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  28  SEATT 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  28  SEAT^ 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  28  SEAT^ 


P 

m 


lUNCOMBE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
ilSTRICT  1 


E 

m 


lUNCOMBE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  2 


E 

m 


lUNCOMBE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  3 


Buncombe  county  clerk  of  superior  court 


Buncombe  county  sheriff 


P 

m 


lUNCOMBE  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 
(STRICT  SUPERVISOR 


]  Alan  Thornburg 


]  IINard  D.  Scott 


]  tfulie  M.  Kepple 


I  Patricia  Kaufmann  Young 

I  Susan  (Smitty) 
Dotson-Smith 


Ed  Clontz 


W  Whitesides 


Benda  P.  Weinert 


Amanda  Edwards 


[Robert  Pressley 


Donna  Ensley 


]  Bteven  Cogburn 


I  Shad  L.  Fliggins 


Quentin  Miller 


Party 


Tracer  Debruhl 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


LIB 


William  Flamilton 

Tim  Henderson  (Write-In) 
[Elise  Israel 

Tyler  Ross  (Write-In) 
Karina  Lizotte 
Aaron  Sarver 
Wan  Ditmore 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous)'' 


Total  Votes 

74,056  [ 
32,626 


71,4111 


Election  Day 

19,8211 

13,043 

18,789 


12,940  [ 
41,64^ ; 
4,275 


5,431| 


71,6411 


85,131| 


84,6111 


16,741 

2,020 

18,763 

25,010 

24,810 


One  Stop 

51, 849 [ 
18,795 
50,336 
7,185 
23,922 
2,135[ 
50,574 
57,524  [ 
57,223 


Abs  Mail 


83,2811 

82,535 

82,066 

81,394 

81,095 

35,568 

18,158 

22,419 

18,170' 


24,32111' 


23,963 

23,794 

23,609 

23,560 

10,691 

7,176' 

5,365  ■ 


17,4811 


85,769 


42,031| 


_  7,2241 

4,669  [ 
25,346  [ 
17,013 


73,0431 

3,618 

48,250 

181 
30,465 
5 

20,648 
35,691 
1 3,293  [ 
996 


19,4811 


1,575 

14,264 


10,006 

0 

6,598  [ 
9,894 1' 


4,7911 


372 


56,391 


sp'sl 

55,746 
55,258  [ 

55,032 

23,769 

fl  0,614 

'1673“74 


10,5111 


12,231 


57,8011  r 


24,059  L 
51,208 
1,920 
32,692 

9 

19,404 

5 


13,341| 


24,831  r 


8,1 73  [ 

599  f 


2,121 


678 

2,038 

279 

843 


3 


2,070 


2,301 


2,295 
2,266 
2,249[ 
2,239  r 


2,241| 


2,212L 

965 

322 

615 

369 

546 

2,3l1 


Jl| 


2,102 
92  [ 
1,146 

0 

949 

0 

616 


l2^ 


21 


Provisional 

265 

110 

254 

45 

135 

39 

240 

296 

289 

292 

2^ 


l28| 


286 


2911 

142 

46 

65 

60 

35 

299 

142 

246 

148 

0 

106 

0 

93 

105 

42 

4 
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County 


iURKE 


Contest 


lUNCOMBE  COUNTY  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
ENKA  DISTRICT 


I 


lUNCOMBE  COUNTY  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
RWIN  DISTRICT 


Choice 

Payton  Isner  (Write-In) 

ijax  Queen _ 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
Chad  Nesbitt  (Write-In) 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


55,916 
622  [ 
6 


17,628 


231| 


One  Stop 

0 

36,759 

369 

3 


Pat  Bryant 
Haney  Nesbitt  (Write-In) 
Jason  Summey  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


51 


lUNCOMBE  COUNTY  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
.EYNOLDS  DISTRICT 


iPndy  McMahon 


Lisa  Baldwin  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisfT 


Against 


Btrengthening  VICTIMS  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


1  Us  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  lT 


Nc  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  46 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  08^ 


Nc  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  iT^ 


Abs  Mail 

2 

1,365 

19 

0 


Provisional 

0 

164 

3 

0 
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County 

SURKE 


Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  112  |  Bavid  Rogers  | 

REP 

2,090  1,058  1,015  16|  1| 

District  attorney  district  36  I  Scott  Reiiiy 

REP 

1  21,68li  9,1 15 1  12,261|  296:^^^^Kli 

No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  i 

REP 

10,933|  4,571|  6,216  13|^^^^H 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

7,609  3,272  4,243 1 

iftnita  Earls 

DEM 

9,510  3,175  6,100  233  ,2 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

18,103  7,656  10,215  218  14 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  | 

DEM 

9,840  3,320  6,274  243  3 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

12,4151  5,2971  6,964  142  12 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

'9, 1021  2,9971  5,877  225  3 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

6,348  2,6381  3, 6271  82|  il 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

17,6141  7,4171  9,969  214  14 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

1,009  475  520  13 1  1| 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

1  9,31 1|  3,059  6,020  230  2 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  25A  SEAT  1  |  Robert  C.  (Bob)  Ervin 

DEM 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  25  SEAT  1  |  David  W.  Aycock  | 

REP 

20,689  8,6751  11,71l| 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  25  SEAT  2  |  Wes  W.  Barkley 

REP 

19,145  8,146  1 0,704 1  2^  14 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  25  SEAT  3  |  Sherri  Wilson  Elliott  i 

REP 

19,985  8,469  11,2at  279  13 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  25  SEAT  4  iNobert  A.  Mullinax,  Jr.  | 

REP 

19,9271  8,425  11,209  278  15 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  25  SEAT  5  |  Amy  Sigmon  Walker 

REP 

18,2291  7,691|  10,302,  222  14 

Bcott  M.  Cranford  i 

DEM 

9,456  3,168  6,058 1  ^  3 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  25  SEAT  6  |  Dlifton  H.  Smith  i 

REP 

20,076  8,4781  11,29711  ^  14 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  25  SEAT  7  |  Sark  L.  Killian  1 

REP 

19,846  8,384  11,158  289  15 

Burke  county  board  of  commissioners  I  Herb  McDowell  1 

DEM 

9,590  3,2631  6,0971  228',  ;2 

|Edith  Stitt  1 

DEM 

8,984  3,030  5,713  238  3 

Maynard  Taylor  | 

REP 

16,4^'  6,893  9,313  205  12 

Wayne  Abele,  Sr. 

REP 

15,253  6,1 98 1  8,8411  202  12 

Burke  county  clerk  of  superior  court  I  Mabel  H.  Lowman  1 

DEM 

20,039  7,630  12,029  3691  Til 

Burke  county  sheriff  I  Bteve  E.  Whlsenant  | 

DEM 

20,116  7,799  11,916  390|  111 

Burke  soil  and  water  conservation  district  Joseph  Wenzel  (Write-In) 

155  481  iOTi  0  0 

Supervisor 

Matthew  Johniori  19,202  7,860  11,015  314  13 


Russell  Bridges  (Write-In)  ™  18  10  8  0  0 

John  Huffman  (Write-In)  64 1  2l|  43  0  0 

Micheal  Pardue  (Write-In)  33  l4  19  0  0 
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County 


CABARRUS 


Contest 


Choice 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


[TOWN  OF  LONG  VIEW  MIXED  BEVERAGE  ELECTION 


Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  0~8~ 


Against 
jlchard  Hudson 


iFrank  McNeill  | 

DEM 

32,440  14,236  16,47#  1,383|  34?1 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  36  |  Paul  R.  Newton  | 

REP 

40,665  22,078  17,266  1,028  293 

Mark  E.  Shelley 

DEM 

32,902  14,5851  16,5511  1,411|  349 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  067  |  Michael  Finn  1 

LIB 

1  4^  330  142  13  6 

Wayne  Sasser 

REP 

9,443  5,796  3,370  225  52* 

Karen  Webster 

DEM 

4,299  1,8S2  2,183  242  22 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  082  |  Linda  P.  Johnson  | 

REP 

18,969  9,453  8,903  496 1  Til 

Aimy  Steele 

DEM 

1  16,991|  7,1Sl  8,920 1  TTl 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  083  |  Larry  G.  Pittman 

REP 

11,205  6,2121  4,6011  30T1  85 

Gail  Young 

DEM 

TT,9T4|  5,771|  5,581|  419  143 

District  attorney  district  25  |  Roxann  Vaneekhoven 

REP 

51,770  27,660  22,205  1,514|  391| 

No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

25,368  13,620  10,900 1  T^ 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

14,779  8,239  6,055  366  119 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

31,259  13,633  15,968  1,323  335 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

40,020  21,734  16,9791  1,02l|  286 

llohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

32,5341  14,281  16,5ll|  1,381|  349 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

27,895  14,998  12,005  689  203 
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County 

CABARRUS 


Contest 


Choice 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


One  Stop 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 


CABARRUS  COUNTY  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 


Leonard  F.  Jarvis 

^fictoria  P.  Porter 

Dennis  Testerman 
Cornelia  Cornils 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous' 
Cathy  Hampton  Gray 
iHolliFGrimsIeif 

Jeffrey  King 

Parek  Lamar  McCullers 

Catherine  Bonds  Moore 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

30,279  13,016  15,665  1,263  335 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

12,623  7,115  5,029  398|  8l| 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  (Shuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

37,748  20,293  16,230  968 1  ^ 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

1  4,181|  2,526  1,480  129  46 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

30,303  13,005  15,674  1,295  329 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  19A  SEAT  1  |  Christy  E.  Wilhelm 

REP 

49,793  26,655  21,286  1,466  386 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  19A  SEAT  2  |  Michael  G.  Knox  | 

REP 

22,652  12,602  9,243  624  183 

iluanita  Boqer-Allen  | 

DEM 

30,392 1  13,201|  15,55|  1,298  336 

James  (Jim)  DeMay 

REP 

18,906 1  9,91 1|  8,42111  4^|  1^ 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  19A  SEAT  3  |  Darrin  M.  Gamradt  i 

REP 

22,3941  11,4911  10,020  694  183 

Steve  Grossman  | 

REP 

31,966  1 7,259 1  13,561|  899 1  24| 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  19A  SEAT  4  |  Brent  Cloninqer 

REP 

50,1 1J  26,893  21,385  1,456  380 

CABARRUS  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  tlhomas  Hill  1 

LIB 

8,494  4,8031  3,321  293 1  7^ 

Diane  Honeycutt 

REP 

40,543  21,863  17,285 1  1,11l|  284 

plake  KIger  | 

REP 

1  37,471|  20,0621  16,147|  1,014  248 

Amos  McClorey 

DEM 

26,577  11,296  13,853  1,138  290 

Jeffrey  W.  Phillips 

DEM 

1  27,471|  12,019  13,984|  1,201||  2^ 

Lynn  Shue  | 

REP 

39,308  21,103  16,8^  1,046  266 

Horace  Stainback  | 

DEM 

24,744  10,398  12,996 1  1,091|  259 

CABARRUS  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT  BIN  Baggs 

REP 

51,164|  27,451|  21,816  1,512  385 

CABARRUS  COUNTY  SHERIFF  Gary  L.  Rodgers,  Jr. 

DEM 

29,268  12,543  15, 122 1  1 ,27111  332 

SfenShaw  II  REP 

43,484  23,694 1  18,36l||  1,13l|  298 

CABARRUS  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  tfeff  Goforth  28,024  14,910  12,066  873  175 

DISTRICT  SUPERVISOR 
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County 


CALDWELL 


Contest 


Pity  of  locust  mayor 

Pity  of  locust  city  council 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish 

Strengthening  VICTIMS  RIGHTS 

M^MUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 

Require  photo  id  to  vote 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 

Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 

Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  li~ 


No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  46 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  087 


Choice 

Hunter  Moore 


Party 


Total  Votes 

I  10,590 


Uince  Powell 


Rcott  Wagner 


tipura  Blackwell 


Rjcha  rd_L .  Bo yar^ 
Carolyn  B.  Carpenter 
Cheryl  Harris  Curtis 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


]  Rteve  Huber 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous)' 
]  Roger  Hypes 
J.R.  Mount 

Mandy  Watson 


il.C.  Burris" 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous)? 


]E^ 


Against 


]E^ 


Against 
|For 
Against 


]E^ 


Against 


]E^ 


Against 


]E^ 


Against 

]  Clifton  B.  Ingram,  Jr. 
llarX  Meadows 
Phillip  G.  Price 
]  Art  Sherwood 
Sferren  Daniel 
1  Destin  Hall 


Election  Day 

5,318 
7,090 
4,470 
1 1 ,776 
2,802 
9,930 
6,250 
308 
46 
1| 

22 

2| 

31| 

28 

3 

23,999 

11,1  111 

26,604 
9,574 
24,355 
1 1 ,728 
24,699 
1 1 ,922 
12,650 
22,781| 

14,810 

20,723 

247| 

7,725 

2,401| 

2,6211 

7,603 

7,679 


One  Stop 

4,9011 

5,153 
3,495 
10,320 
2,145 
9,115 
7,4471 
268  [ 
21| 

0 

8 

10[ 

16[ 

16 

0 

19,038 
1 3,272  [ 
22,216[ 
1 1 ,090 
20,649 
12,6271 
_1 9,214  [ 
14,4671 

11,072 
21,662 
1 3,209  [ 
J9,57| 
220 
1 1 ,229 
4,148 
4,393 
1 1 ,003 
11,0871 


Abs  Maii 
279 
456 
263  [ 
736 
225 
705 
515 

3 

0 

0 

1| 

2 

0 

1,319[ 

1,0271 

1,651|[ 

742 

1,452 

954 

1,321|[ 

1,115[ 

819[ 

1,540 

92| 

1 ,445 
5 
213 
142 
139 
218 
216 


Provisionai 

86 

98 

71| 

166 

48 
98 

118 

13 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4071 

202 

4671 

166 

436 

190 

3971 

2371 

261| 

352 

319 

294 

3 

45 

10 

12 

44 

49 
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County  Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


CALDWELL  NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  087  I  Amanda  Breqel 

DEM 

7,0891  2,581|  4,360  139  9 

District  attorney  district  36  I  Scott  Reiiiy 

REP 

1  21,1911  8,571|  12,330  244  52 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  i 

REP 

1 2,604 1  4,771|  7,651  150  26 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

6,254  2,806  3,359  70  19 

iftnita  Earls 

DEM 

7,015  2,545  4,326  134  10 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  I  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

18,498  7,4161  10,821  209  46 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

7,290  2,675  4,462  143  10 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

1  13,591|  5,31 1|  8,109  136  35 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

6,4181  2,291  3,981|  130  10 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

5,0641  2,151  2,820  78  9 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

18,051  7,168  10,644  202  43 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

1  9^  493  444 1  TTl  3 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

6,768  2,415  4,208 1  T^  8 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  25A  SEAT  1  |  Robert  C.  (Bob)  Ervin 

DEM 

12,222  4,873  7,132  195  22 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  25  SEAT  1  |  David  W.  Aycock  I 

REP 

20,444  8,232  11,926  2391  4? 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  25  SEAT  2  I  Wes  W.  Barkley 

REP 

19,955  8,033  11,646  228  48 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  25  SEAT  3  |  Sherri  Wilson  Elliott  i 

REP 

19,992  8,022  11,692  230  48 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  25  SEAT  4  iNobert  A.  Mullinax,  Jr.  | 

REP 

20,033  8,053  11,699  233  48 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  25  SEAT  5  1  Amy  Sigmon  Walker 

REP 

18,621  7,434  10,930  2221  4l| 

Bcott  M.  Cranford  i 

DEM 

6,758  2,466  4,156  123  13 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  25  SEAT  6  |  Difton  H.  Smith  i 

REP 

20,001  8,048  11,677  236  46 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  25  SEAT  7  1  Bark  L.  Killian  1 

REP 

19,994  8,055  11,656  2361  4l 

OMJDWELL  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  1  Brian  K.  Foster  1 

DEM 

1  61^1  2^  4,3131  131  10 

Bike  La B rose 

REP 

18,469  7,372  10,8341  2T|  46 

Donnie  Potter 

REP 

1  TtaTI  6,8951  102^  199  36 

Thomas  E.  (Tom)  Blanton 

DEM 

6,263  2,308 1  3,83l||  TTir^^^H 

CBLDWELL  county  clerk  of  superior  COURT  1  Angela  Ashley  Kidd 

REP 

14,133|  5,661|  8,246  190^M  36 

Kim  E.  Clark  1 

DEM 

12,110|  4,631|  7,2^  1651  ^ 

OMJDWELL  COUNTY  SHERIFF  1  Ban  C.  Jones  1 

REP 

1  21,041 1  8,341|  1  12,411|  249  46 

Robert  (Dusty)  Crump  |  DEM  |  4,705  1,815  2,789  90|  Til 

Caldwell  county  board  of  education  I  Duane  Knight  14,502"  5.414I  8,921||  141|  26 

Gail  Ramsdell  ^,226  4,792  130  16 

lElaine  SetzeNViaxweiT^^B^^M^  4,926  1,915  2,908  95  8 
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County 

CALDWELL 


CAMDEN 


Contest 


Choice 


PM DWELL  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 


)  iloe  Sims~ 


Election  Day 

5,229 


Teresa  Branch 


Chris  Bumgarner 
bottle  Darsie 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous)' 


One  Stop 

8,505 

10,933 

8,198 

6,900 

175 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Btrengthening  victims  rights" 


maximum  income  tax  rate  of  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  election 


Caldwell  county  local  sales  and  use 


Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  Ol" 


No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  01 


No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  6M~ 


District  attorney  district  oi~ 


Ed  Spivey 
Dennis  A.  Benfield 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


]E^ 


Against 


]Eol 


Against 

Against 


]E^ 


Against 


]Eol 


Against 


]E^ 


Against 


For 


Against 


j  Bffalter  B.  Jones 


I  D.  Cole  Phelps 
Bob  Steinburg 


]  [Edward  C.  Goodwill 


[Ronald  (Ron)  Wesson 


]  R.  Andrew  Womble 


No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


]  Barbara  Jackson 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
toita  Earls 
1  Andrew  T.  Heath 


Abs  Mail 
159 

219 

146 

i6i 

loT 


Provisional 

22 

39 

32 

23 


CALDWELL  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 

Melissa  Patton 

11,250 

4,425 

6,650  [ 

151] 

24 

SUPERVISOR 
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County 


Contest 


Choice 

jlohn  S.  Arrowood" 


Party 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


]  ilefferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


]  Chuck  Kitchen 


Michael  Monaco,  ^ 


Allegra  Katherine  Collins 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT  1 


I  U.  C.  Cole 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT  2 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT  1 


I  Jerry  R.  Tillett 
I  Robert  Parks  Trivette 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT¥~ 


Eula  E.  Reid 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEATT 


1  Meader  Harriss 


CAMDEN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
AT-LARGE 

CAMDEN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  SHILOH 
DISTRICT 

CAMDEN  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT 
CAMDEN  COUNTY  SHERIFF 

Camden  county  board  of  education 


[Tom  Whit^ 


Clayton  D.  Riggs 
Paula  J.  Harrison 


Kevin  Jones 


Richard  (Rick)  Trevena 
Roger  Morgan 
Chris  Purcell 

Whitney  (Sissy)  Aydiett 
ilason  A.  Banks 

Tiffany  Riggs  Bounds 
Beanora  Doane-Butts 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


Total  Votes 

1,796 

1,062 

926 

2,495 

252 


1,081| 


2,452 
3,020 
2,188 
2,256 
2,863  [ 
3,195 

2,983 

2,710 
2,928 
1,148 
1 ,004  [ 
1,688 


Election  Day 

500  [ 
922 
469 
484 
1,260 
165 
4631" 
1,133 
1,539 
1,034 
1,053 


One  Stop 


2,191| 


2,291 


844 

1,098 

55 


581| 


842 
562  [ 
414 
1,180 
82 


:5i[ 


1,592 

1,520 

1 ,226 
1,392 
564 


1,260 

1,410 

1,098 

1,148 

1,336 

1,534[ 

1,398 


481| 


783 

1,016 

1,055 

442 

569 

29 


George  Tarkington 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisfT 


]E^ 


Against 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


]E^ 


Against 


1,196 

is; 

1,585; 

300 

1,595 

294 


1,299 


j,;4^ 

430 
1,486 
395  r 


Abs  Mail 
28 
22 


23 

42 

3 


45 
54  [ 

43 

44  r 


Provisional 

5 

10 

4 

5 

13 
2 
4 

14 

13 

ill 


51 


50 


46 


48 
23  [ 
55 


18 

18 

15 


CAMDEN  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 

Abner  Wayne  Staples  HISH 

2,279 

1,100 

1,126 

40 

13 

SUPERVISOR 

9 

0 

18 


18 
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County 

CAMDEN 


CARTERET 


Contest 

MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 

Require  photo  id  to  vote 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 

Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  elections 

Us  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  03~ 

Nc  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  02 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  01^ 

District  attorney  district  04 

Nc  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEATT 


Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


Nc  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  03B  SEAT  1 

Nc  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  03B  SEAT  2 

CARTERET  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  1 


CARTERET  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  2 


Choice 


Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop 


1 ,569  1 ,455 

322  433 


Against 


Walter  B.  Jones 


Ginger  Garner 
[llm  Flarris 


Norman  Sanderson 


Patricia  (Pat)  McElraft 


pene  diMaio 


Scott  Thomas 


Barbara  Jackson 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 


^ita  Earls 
Andrew  T.  Heath 


ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


ilefferson  G.  Griffin" 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 


Chuck  Kitchen 


Michael  Monaco,  SrT 


Allegra  Katherine  Collins 


Paul  M.  Quinn 


ilohn  Nobles 


Caprice  Pratt 


Hobin  V.  Comer 


Bill  Smith 


LIB 


REP 


REP 


UNA 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


72  ir 


19,1701 
20,185  [ 
7,683 
16,909 
14,983 
4,875 
8,256 
1 9,465  [ 
8,722 
14,858  [ 
8,065 
4,963 
“I8i8^ 
*ffci 


8,1811 


22,434 


22,131| 


8,677 

19,559 

19,140 


346  [ 
1,029 
762 
1,2121 
603 
11,170 
3,459  [ 
43® 


9,1671 


9,7411 


2,998 
7,634 
6,988  [ 
2,588  [ 
3,254 


9,371| 


3,475 

7,0071 


3,1401 
2,544 
8,985 
625 
3,175 
10,804 
1 0,642  [ 
3,449 

9,418 

9,169 


4411 


989 

779 

1,1071 


685  [ 
1 1 ,789 


4,971 


273 

9,634 

10,050 

4,463 

8,875 


7,721 


2,181| 


4,755 
9,720 
4,995  [ 
7,568 
4,697i 


2,312 
9,470 
453 
4,775 
1 1,1 74 


11,031| 


4,984 

9,765 

9,600 


Abs  Mail 
52 

24  [ 

52 

24 

35 

36 

38  r 


Provisional 

18 

1| 

16 

3 

6 

1? 


31 


346  L 

10 
242  [ 
266 
189 
315 


jHC 


60 

215 

246 

189 
198 
70  [ 
245 
18 
204 
322 
325 
212 

250 

249 


1J 

33 

6 

jH 

128 

33 

85 

46 

32 
128 

35 

94 

30 

3 

124 

6 

33 
134 
133 

32 

126 

122 


Katie  Tomberlin 


DEM 


9,088 


3,708 


5,128 


213 


39 
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County 

CARTERET 


Contest 

Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 

CARTERET  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 

DISTRICT  3 

Gerald  Odell  Godette  |  DEM  |  8,642  3,396  5,0051  211|  30 

Hark  Mansfield  ||  REP  |  19,644  9,523 1  9,731||  25|  133 

CARTERET  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 

DISTRICT  6 

Dennis  Litalien  |  DEM  |  8,359 1  3,261|  4,856  213  29 

lionathan  Robinson  ||  REP  |  19,91:2  9,643  9,884 1  2^  134 

C^ERET  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  1 

Oohn  CBubba)  McLean,  Jr.  ;|  REP  |l  19,02l|l  9,077|  9,568  258  124 

Beth  Parker  ||  DEM  |  9,190  3,802  5,144  204  40 

CARTERET  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  3 

iRobert  Clark  Jenkins  ||  REP  |  18,943  9,106  9,465  245 1  T2I 

Lucy  Marino  Bond  |  DEM  |  9,256  3,774  5,229  218  35 

CNRteret  county  board  of  education  district  5 

Perry  Marker  |  DEM  |  9,0251  3, 6411  5,142  203  33 

Brittany  H.  Wheatly  |  REP  |l  19,2411  9,2721  9, 5811  256  132 

SySTERET  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  6 

Kathryn  Smith  Chadwick  |  REP  |  22,002  10,658  10,889  316  139 

CARTERET  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT 

KenRaper  |  REP  |  21,813  10,536  10,829  314  134 

CARTERET  COUNTY  REGISTER  OF  DEEDS^ 

Karen  S.  Hardesty  |  REP  ||  21,96l|  10,603  10,904  318  136 

CARtERET  COUNTY  SHERIFF  ^  “ 

MaBuck  ^il^REP  |  23,539  11,180  11,873  349l  TsI 

CARTERET  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 

E.  M.  (Mickey)  Simmons  SI^K^  16,263  7,396  8,505  276  86 

SUPERVISOR 

Dennis  Collins  15,273  6,963.  7,972  259  79 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous)  ^  483  213  249  15  6 


CARTERET  COUNTY  -  MARKERS  ISLAND  SANITARY 

Douglas  Johnson  | 

1 

4081 _ 

227| 

165 

15| 

1| 

BOARD  MEMBER 

Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish 

Utrengthening  victims  rights~ 


jWVXIMUM  income  tax  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 


Clifford  Rice 


I 


lNayn^Wljis_ _ 

Write-In  {Miscellaneous)__^| 

1  |For 

Against 

1  For 

Against 

|For 

Against 
1  |For 

Against 

1  |For 

Against 


13  406 

■  438 

■  29 

■  20,196 

■ZZMil 

■  20,973 

■  ^3 

^  T'9,529 

■  8,589 
20,846 

7,540 

12,518 

■  14,942 


2281  16| 

244  182 

18  9[ 

9,776  1 0,025  [ 

3,116  4,673 

9,996  10,5311 

2,858  4,ia?| 

9,254  9,888  [ 

3,570  4,775 

10,026  10,423 

2,946  4,359 

5,625  6,642 

6,870  7,712[ 


10[ 

10 

i1[ 

25| 

202 

298 

168 

III 

202 
260  [ 
210 
165 
2^ 


13 

2 

i1 

138 

26 

142 

20 

120 

42 

l3| 

25 

86 

69 
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County 

CARTERET 


CASWELL 


Contest 

Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioT^ 


Choice 


Party 


Against 


Total  Votes 

I  13,782 
I  13,699 


TOWN  OF  CEDAR  POINT  PARKS  AND  RECREATION 
BOND 


Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT 


Ryan  Watts 


No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  30 


]  R.  Michael  Jordan 


No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  6^ 


Jen  Mangrum 
Philip  E.  (Phil)  Berger 
]  Graig  R.  Meyer 
Kenneth  Price  Rothrock 


District  attorney  district  22~ 


]  iiason  Ramejf 


No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


]  Barbara  Jackson 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
Anita  Earls 
1  Andrew  T.  Heath 


iiohn  S.  Arrowood~ 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


]  tfefferson  G.  Griffin" 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


]  phuck  Kitchen 


Hichael  Monaco,  Sr. 


Allegra  Katherine  Collins 


No  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  1 7A  SEAT  1 


]  Chris  Freeman 


No  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  17A  SEAT  2 


]  Christine  Fields  Strader 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  17A  SEAT  3 


CASWELL  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  1 

CASWELL  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  2 


I  Mike  Gentry 
Gabriel  E.  (Gabe)  Zeller 


Erica  Standfield  Brandon 


David  Owen 


Bill  Carter 


BASWELL  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  5 


Bteve  Oestreicher 


DEM 


LIB 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


UNA 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


3,729 
185 
3,865 
4,253 
3,942 
4,289 
5,273  [ 
2,662  [ 
1,790 
3,740 
4,360 
3,786 


3,151| 


3,640 


1,321 


4,208 

250 

3,692 

5,018 

4,826 

3,652 

516 


4,131 


1,080 

1,015 

970 


79  [ 
2,719 

1,674  [ 
108 
1,753 
2,539 
1,795 
2,573 


3,o3;ir 


1,59| 


1 ,060  [ 
1 ,689  [ 
2,605 
1,709 
1,916 
1,625 
756 
2,515 
160 
1,644 
2,909 
2,780 
2,224 
268 
1 ,906  r 
656 

508 

643 


One  Stop 

7,348 

7,009 

343 


Jl3[ 


1 ,743 


1,991| 


73 

2,046 

1,623 

2,079 

1,625 


2,131 


1,003L 

691 


1,98?i 


1,665 
2,008  [ 
1,173 
1,953[ 
538 
1,606 
84 
1,983 
2,010 
1,949 
1,345 
234 
2,161 


403 
489  [ 
302 


Abs  Mail 
199[ 

264 

2 


1 


92 
53  [ 
4 

55  [ 
86 
58 
85 


30 

52, 

86 

J1 

59 


51 


32 

82 

6 

54 

9| 

90 

78 

13 

54 

19 


Provisional 

101| 

54 

4 


J|[ 


23 


1| 

5 

Til 

0 

Tl 

5 
10 

6 


3 

3 

If 

4 

If 

3 

T] 

2 

5 
0 

iH 


“5 

10 

2 
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County 

Contest 

Choice 

Party 

Total  Votes 

Election  Day 

One  Stop 

Abs  Mail 

Provisional 

CASWELL 

CASWELL  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 

Keith  Smith 

II  DEM  1 

699  [ 

423 

263 

143 

ii 

DISTRICT  5 

eWIWELL  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT 

1  llohn  1.  Satterfield 

II  DEM  1 

6,174 

3,165 

2,896 

99 

14 

^IWELL  CO'UNtV  SHERIFF _ ^ _ |  Tony  Durden.  Jr.  I|  DEI^ _  5,755  2,926  2,710  104  15 


CASWELL  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 

Lynn  W.  Massey 

5,723 

33^ 

2,590 

951 

111 

SUPERVISOR 

CATAWBA 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish 

Strengthening  victims  rights 

MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 

Require  photo  id  to  vote 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 

Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 

fei^WELL  CPU nTy  SCHOOL  BON D^  ^ 
BiiWEULCOUNTY  LOCXl  ^rES  AND  U^SETaX^ 
Us  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  0^ 

Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  10~ 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  42 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  089 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  0^ 


[loan  0.  Slade  | 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous)' 
1|For  i 

Against 

1  |For  M 

Against 

|For 

Against 

III  I  M 

Against 

1  |For  M 

Against 

1  |For  M 

Against 

lyes  M 

No  ~m 

i  |For 

Against  | 

]  Virginia  Foxx  | 

pD  Adams 
]  Patrick  McHenry 
David  Wilson  Brown 

]  |Ric  Vandett 

Andy  Wells 
]  Mitchell  Smith  Setzer 

Greg  Cranford 
]  tfay  Adams 

Kim  Bost 


IIREP  I 


DEM 

REP 

DEM 

DEM 

REP 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

DEM 


5X24 

84 
5,483 
tm.  2,660 
H  ^'450 

■  2,619 

—  5,029 

■i  3,046 

■  5,016 

■  ^3,179 

^  2,608 
^  5,244 

B  3,030 

ag^  4.92^ 

■ZZ333 

■  2,142 
H  5,800 

3,063 

1,400 

32,977 

15,943 

18,793 

34,313 

18,959 

7,28l 

16,285 

10,521 


2,5971 

471 

3,158 

I.I6II 

3,144 

1,140 

2,840 

1,444 

2,939 

1,4071 

1,490 

2,648 

1,706 

2,4271 

2,6^ 

1,604 

1,139 

3,069 

1,363 

429 

14,436 

5,952 

7,080 

15,010 

8,436 

2,800 

6,988 

MI§ 


2,44 1| 

34 
2,225 
1,443 
2,208  [ 
1,425 
2,091| 
1,548[ 
1 ,975 
1,7171 

1,076 

2,486 

1,271| 

2,290 
2,192 
1,434 
966 
2,61 1| 

1,666 

9071 

18,034 
9,595 
1 1 ,244 
18,780 
10,221| 

4,288 

9,092 

6,389 


80 

.2[ 

88 

53 


HE 


6 

3 

12 

3 

Ti] 

4 
18 

6 

9 

3 


50 

90 

31 

96 
46 
39 
99  [ 


86 

62  [ 

7g 

31 

112 

33  [ 

64 

392 

332 

405 

408 

222 

160 

184[ 

246 


8 

33 


8 

13 

0 

115 

64 

64 

115 

80 

33 

~23 

18 
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County 

CATAWBA 


Contest 

District  attorney  district  36~ 


Choice 


1  iScott  Reill^ 


NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


]  Barbara  Jackson 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


Christopher  (Chris)  Angiin 
^ifa  Earis 
1  Andrew  T.  Heath 


ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


]  ilefferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Aiice  Ray 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


]  Chuck  Kitchen 


Michaei  Monaco,  ^ 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRiCT  25B  SEAT  1 


Allegra  Katherine  Coiiins 

]  Nathaniei  (Nathan)  J. 
Poovey 


NC  DiSTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DiSTRiCT  25  SEATT 

NC  DiSTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DiSTRiCT  25  SEAT¥~ 


]  David  W.  Aycock 


I  Wes  W.  Barkiey 


NC  DiSTRiCT  COURT  JUDGE  DiSTRiCT  25  SEATT 


]  Bherri  Wiison  Eiiiott~ 


NC  DiSTRiCT  COURT  JUDGE  DiSTRiCT  25  SEATT 


]  [Robert  A.  Muiiinax,'jr~ 


NC  DiSTRiCT  COURT  JUDGE  DiSTRiCT  25  SEAT^ 


]  Amy  Sigmon  Waiker 


Bcott  M.  Cranford 


NC  DiSTRiCT  COURT  JUDGE  DiSTRiCT  25  SEAT~6~ 


]  Clifton  H.  Smith 


NC  DiSTRiCT  COURT  JUDGE  DiSTRiCT  25  SEAT?" 


1  ifark  L.  Kiiiian 


Catawba  county  board  of  coMMiSSiONE'^ 


]  C.  Randaii  (Randy) 

llsenhower 


Ijici  LeBianc 


Ulicheiie  Morgan 


Geniey  Yang 

Kitty  Barnes 

Sherry  Edmonds  Butier 


CBTAWBA  county  clerk  of  SUPERiOR  COURT 


]  Him  Richards  SigmorT 


Catawba  county  SHERiFF 


SftTAWBA  soil  AND  WATER  CONSERVATiON  DiSTRiCT 
iUPERViSOR 


Don  Brown 

Paui  W.  Deyo  (Write-In) 


Ijiura  Parnell 


Party 


REP 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


REP 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


REP 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 

42,286  Q 
22,962 
12,456 


17,145 
35,009 
17,526 
23,513 
15,943 
1 1 ,335 
33,080 
3,160 
16,050 
40,913 

39,186 


38,741| 


38,674 1 
39,163 
35,745 ' 
15,8631 


38,51 1| 


38,646 

36,046 

15,590 

16,798' 

15,0561 


34,9011 


Scott  H.  LaPointe  (Write-In) ' 


34,062 

±'i5ii[ 

41,482 

5 

25,443 ; 
5 


9,586  [ 
5,843  [ 
6,336 
15,256 
6,532 
10,144 
5,809 
5,099 
14,238 
1,619 
5,825  [ 
17,748 

1 6,823  [ 
16,635 


16,5711 


16,778 

'1M63 


5,8311 


16,5391 
1 6,589  [ 
15,592 

5,684  [ 
6,203 


5,4411 


15,105 
14,679  [ 


17,681| 


17,735 

5 


ib.ijl 

5 


One  Stop 


18,261||  23,321| 

13,061| 


6,40 1| 


10,355 

19,233 

10,530 

13,018 

9,696 

6,0^ 

18,354 

1,477 


9,7911 


22,496  [ 


21,7111 


21,463 

21,454 

21,732 

19,756 

9,584 


21, 3311  r 


21,421| 


19,919 


"9;^ 


10,166 

9,194 

19,282 


18,871| 


22,636 

23,043 

0 

14,746 

0 


Abs  Mail 
566 

259 

156 

389 

404 

400 

268 

372 

145 

386 

46 

370 

5311 


Provisional 

139 

56 

56 

65 
116 

64 

83 

66 
29 

102 

18 

58 

132 


519L 

516[ 

519 

528 

415 

378 


509  L 
428  [ 

362  [ 
368  [ 
360 
408 
406  [ 
556  [ 
569 
0 

432  [ 

0 


I2I 


jH 


124 

125 
112 

64 

124 

I2I 


lo^ 


m 


61 


55 

ii2 


141 


135 

0 


91 
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County 


Chatham 


Contest 


CfcTAWBA  COUNTY  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish 

Strengthening  victims  rights 

IW^MUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 

Require  photo  id  to  vote 
Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 

SiPARTISAN  BOARD  OF  ETHICS  AND  ELECTIONS 

Town  of  long  view  mixed  beverage  election 

1US  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  06 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  23 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  054 


Choice 

[Howard  B.  Reinhardt 

ilulla  Elmore 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 

]  Tracey  R.  Stracener 
(Write-In) 

Glenn  L.  Fulbright 
Jeanine  W.  Lynch  (Write-In) 
Tommy  Luckadoo 
Leslie  H.  Barnette 

[Haley  Edwards  Beech 

Becky  Brittain 
Donna  Lutz  Carpenter 
Ray  Cerda 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 

I  18,210  7,916 

26,277  10,8271 

628  [ 

8| 


33[ 


lEoT 


Against 


]E^ 


Against 
[For 

Against 


]Eol 


Against 


]E^ 


Against 


]E^ 


Against 


]E^ 


Against 


I  B-  Mark  Walker 


Ryan  Watts 


]  Nalerle  P.  Foushee 


Tom  Glendinning 
I  Robert  T.  Reives 


One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 

9,978  254  62 

14,992  374  84 

36 1|  18  ,2 

1|  0  0 

9,892  205  54 

1|  0  0 

8,196  165  36 

9,141|  249  43 

7,745  198  43 

9,956[  231[  42 

10,884  248  44 

4,955  [  24 

268  12  Oi 

19,919  476  145 

9,584  319  30i 

20,7811  544  153 

8,749  249  23 

19,677  506  138 

9,898  285  38 

20,471|  460  136 

9,539  [  347|[  41[ 

9,701|  289  73 

19,284  500  [  91[ 

11,216  348  88 

17.709  438  77 

195  6  5 

8,683’  49 

14,5971  744  33 

1 4,686  [  7471  33 

8,535  324  49 

14.709  733  34 
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County 


Chatham 


Contest 


Choice 


]NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  6^ 


]  [lay  StobbT^ 


District  ATTORNEY  district  18~ 


lim  Woodall 


NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


]  Barbara  Jackson 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


Christopher  (Chris)  Angiin 
iftnita  Earls 
I  Andrew  T.  Heath 


ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


]  ilefferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Aiice  Ray 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


]  Chuck  Kitchen 


Michaei  Monaco,  SrT 


NC  DiSTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DiSTRiCT  15B  SEAT  1 


Aliegra  Katherine  Coiiins 

]  Joseph  Moody  (Joe) 
Buckner 


CHATHAM  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMiSSiONERS 
BISTRICT  3 


Diana  Haies 


Brian  Bock 


CHATHAM  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMiSSiONERS 
BISTRICT  4 


Neill  Lindley 


ilim  Crawford 


m 


HATHAM  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  5 


Chatham  county  clerk  of  superior  court 


Walter  Petty 


Dana  M.  Hackney 


Chatham  county  sheriff 


Chatham  county  board  of  education  district  3 


Chatham  county  board  of  education  district  4 


Chatham  county  board  of  education  district  s 


J  Michael  R.  (Mike)  Roberson  ^ 
]  Del  Turner 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous)_ 

]  tfane  Allen  Wilson 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 

]  Gary  L.  Leonard 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Party 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


Total  Votes 

15,128 
24,990 
1 1 ,284  i 
4,193" 
19,920 
15,326 
20,290 
11,879 
^1‘9‘574  r 


Election  Day 

6,258 

7,275 

4,4471 

1,943 
4,879 
6,352 
5,000 
4,856  r 


I3;9OT|[ 


14,4(^ 

1,769 

19,416 

24,855 


19,6671 


19,868 

18,88| 


CHATHAM  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
jUPERVISOR 


i^ohn  Glosson 


Richard  Hayes 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisfT 


]Eor 


4,7411 


1,6411 


5,913 

770 

4,658 

7,283 

4,822 


16,04 1|  6,600 

15,876  6,530 


4,898 

7,556 

7,426 
7,755 
6,71 6  [ 
193 
7,085 
105 
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7.467il 


93 

4,565 

6,230 

100 

6,400 


One  Stop 

8,488 
1 6,855  [ 
6,562 
2,128 
14,294 
8,596 
14,520 


6,7471  r 


1 4,095  L 
2,139 
^  8,1;^ 
935 
14,026 
16,730 

14,094 

9,055 

8,969 

14,203 

10,820 

16,985 

17,513 


15,0071 


279 
1 5,580  [ 
164f 


15,7171 


139L 

7,265 

14,625 
155 
8,480  f 


Abs  Mail 
334 


811 


244  [ 
102 
718 
329 
739  r 


241 


"Toir 


114 
306  [ 
54 
704 
795  [ 

718 

340 

329 

735 
455  [ 

802  [ 
818 
654 
"12 


Til 


640 


J|[ 


389 

625 

i2r 


341 


Provisional 

48 

49 


13 


20 

29 

49 


13 


35 


13 


13 


41 


10 

28 


33 

46 

48 

32 


t3 


51 


50 

44 


46 

0 

31 


19 


42 


50 
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Cheroke^ 


Contest 


Choice 

Against 


Btrengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


]US  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  lT 


Total  Votes 

I  20,105 
16,384 


Election  Day 

4,916 

6,699 


Against 


Hark  Meadows 

REP 

1  8,191|  4,308  3,701  173  8 

Phillip  G.  Price 

DEM 

1  2,551  1,136|  1,331|  89|  il 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  50  |  Bobby  Kuppers 

DEM 

2,714  1,224  1,403|  ^  0 

illm  Davis  | 

REP 

8,180|  4,341|  3,652  178  9 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  120  |  Aaron  Martin 

DEM 

2,610  1,169  1,354|  ^  0 

Kevin  Corbin 

REP 

8,288  4,393  3,709  177  9 

District  attorney  district  43  I  Ashley  H.  Welch 

REP 

1  8,681|  4,584  3,896  193  8 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

4,559  2,386  2,072 1  9|  4 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

3,528  1,868|  1,58l|  75  4 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

2,520  1,124  1,308|  il 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

7,868  4,1301  3,551  172  9 

llohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

2,778  1,278  1,410  90  0 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

5,260  2,798  2,349 1  i^  6 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

2,4611  1,085  1,294  88  0 

Bandra  Alice  Ray  | 

REP 

2,8561  1,4711  1,312  64  3 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Shuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

7,689  4,032 1  3,481|  168  8 

Nichael  Monaco,  Sr.  J 

LIB 

1  4il  252  0 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

2,540  1,120  1,334  85|  il 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30  SEAT  1  |  Donna  Forga 

REP 

8,598  4,530  3,863  196  9 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30  SEAT  2  |  Leo  J.  Phillips 

REP 

4,125  2,1 15 1  1,901|  105  4 

Mstina  L.  Earwood 

REP 

5,533  2,944 1  2,471|  113  5 
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County 


Cheroke^ 


Chowan 


Contest 


]NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30  SEAT3~ 


CHEROKEE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
BISTRICT  I 


Choice 

I  Roy  Wijewickrama 
Gary  R.  James 


Party 


Total  Votes 


Election  Day 


One  Stop 


m 


HEROKEE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  III 


CHEROKEE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
BISTRICT  IV 


Cherokee  county  board  of  education  at-large 


Cherokee  county  board  of  education  district  i 


Cherokee  county  board  of  education  district 


Cherokee  county  clerk  of  superior  court 

Cherokee  county  register  of  deeds 

Cherokee  county  sheriff 


CHEROKEE  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 
BISTRICT  SUPERVISOR _ 


I  Roger  Gibson 
I  Daphne  Dockery 
I  Derrick  Paimer 
Biii  Tipton 


Protect  RiGHT  to  hunt  and  FiShT 


CTRENGTHENiNG  VICTiMS  RiGHTS" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  election 


]US  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  Ol" 


No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  01 


Bob  Steinburg 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 
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County 


Contest 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  6M~ 


Choice 


Party 


]  [Edward  C.  Goodwin" 


Ronald  (Ron)  Wesson 


District  attorney  district  of 


R.  Andrew  Womble 


NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


]  ftarbara  Jackson 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


Christopher  (Chris)  Angiin 
Anita  Earis 
1  Andrew  T.  Heath 


ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


]  ilefferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Aiice  Ray 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


]  Chuck  Kitchen 


Michaei  Monaco,  ^ 


Aliegra  Katherine  Coiiins 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRiCT  01  SEAT  1 


I  U.  C.  Cole 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT  2 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT  1 


I  Jerry  R.  Tillett 
1  Robert  Parks  Trivette 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT¥~ 


Eula  E.  Reid 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEATT 


1  ISeader  Harriss 


5HOWAN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  1 


Robert  M.  (Bob)  Kirby 
[left  Smith 


CHOWAN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  2 


Larry  McLaughlin 


ilohn  Mitchener 


P 


HOWAN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  3 


Chowan  county  clerk  of  superior  cou^ 


Ellis  Lawrence 


Hichael  J.  McArthur 


Chowan  county  sheriff 


I  Dwayne  Lee  Goodwin 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


UNA 


DEM 


DEM 


Total  Votes 

3,105 
2,405  [ 
3,668 
2,085 
1,008[ 
2,258 
2,980 
2,350 
2,228 
2,210 
844 


Election  Day 

1,366 


184 
2,288  [ 
3,983 
3,440 


3,461 


3,502 


3,6511 


1,058 

ZtM 

1,302 

880 

1,129 


Edenton-chowan  schools  board  of  education 

NT-LARGE 


Niaxine  Mason 

GIL  BURROUGHS 
(Write-In) 

George  A.  Nelson 

NANCY  HEINIGER 
(Write-In) 


88ir 


1,580 
858  f 


820 
1 ,286 
866 
964 
800 
368 


i,25iir 


86 


83  111 


1 ,609 
1,520 
1 ,402 
1 ,406  [ 
1 ,542 
600 

406  [ 
448 

275 

383 


One  Stop 

1,685 

1,47j 


2,025 


1,191| 


506 
1,388 
1 ,642 
1,433[ 
1,226[ 
1,360 
463 


1,401 


2,302 

1,858 

1,994 

2,0211 


2,044 

436 


843 

583 

725 


Abs  Mail 
38 
40 
44 
22 
13. 
40 
36 


Provisional 

16 

10 

19 

14 

■2 

10 

16 

10 


11[ 


40 

8 

35 

4[ 

40 

54 

44 

52 

50 

4§, 

1| 

9 

8 

18 

19 

63  [ 
63 

32 


26 

0 


Til 

10 

5 

14 


1| 

10 

18 

18 

19 

19 

6 

3 

4 

2 


33 

24 

13 


12 

0 


NORTH  CAROLINA  STATE  BOARD  OF  ELECTIONS 


November  06,  2018  General  Statewide  Election  Results  by  County 


Tuesday,  November  27,  2018 
Page  38  of  1 95 


Clay 


County 

Contest 

Choice 

Party 

Total  Votes 

Election  Day 

One  Stop 

Abs  Mail 

Provisional 

Chowan  I 

EDENTON-CHOWAN  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 

■ 

25 

9 

111 

ii 

At-large 

EDENTON-CHOWAN  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 

^an  Harrell  Bunch  ■ 

1 ,365 

ZZI 

563 

ur 

111 

DISTRICT  1 

I 


DENTON-CHOWAN  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
(STRICT  2 


EDENTON-CHOWAN  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
DISTRICT  3 


CHOWAN  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
lUPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisfT 


CtRENGTHENING  VICTIMS  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


]US  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  lT 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  50 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  120~ 


District  attorney  district  43~ 


I  Aaron  Martin 
Kevin  Corbin 
]  Ashley  H.  Welch 
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County 


Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day 


NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

2,064  784 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

1  1,621|  7471 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

1 ,325  438 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

3,5701  1,47?| 

llohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

1 ,440  493 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

2,404  1,008 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

1 ,276  420 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

1,180  483 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  (Shuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

3,469  1 ,442 

Siichael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

208  88 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

1,30?i  432 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30  SEAT  1  |  Donna  Forga 

REP 

1  3,92 1|  1 ,596 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30  SEAT  2  |Leo  J.  Phillips  | 

REP 

1  2,151|  931] 

Kristina  L.  Earwood  | 

REP 

2,200  810 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30  SEAT  3  |  Roy  Wiiewickrama 

DEM 

2,525  963 

Clay  county  board  of  commissioners  I  Bteve  Hindsman  | 

UNA 

1 ,940 1  6771 

Bherrill  Hogsed  | 

DEM 

1,016  382 

Clay  Logan 

REP 

2,568  1,072 

Dwight  H.  Penland 

REP 

2,659  1,082 

Bcotty  Penland  | 

REP 

3,278  1,288 

ilames  Watkins  | 

UNA 

1,044  438 

Keith  Christensen  | 

UNA 

1 ,552  545 

Clay  county  board  of  education  I  Ryan  Hood 

UNA 

1  1,171|  426 

Ashley  Owens 

REP 

2,382  928 

^lason  Shook  I 

UNA 

1  2,66 1|  1 ,048 

preston  Cabe  I 

DEM 

1,692  649 

Robert  (Robbie)  Caldwell 

REP 

2,839  1,129 

Kelly  L.  Crawford 

REP 

3,005  1,208 

Clay  county  clerk  of  superior  court  I  tnm  Barrett  | 

REP 

4,344  1,783 

Clay  county  register  of  deeds  I  Angie  Shook 

REP 

4,2281  1,7371 

Clay  county  sheriff  I  Steve  Byers 

UNA 

1,6981  7^ 

Bobby  Deese 

REP 

2,900  1,102 

Tonw  Ellis  1 

DEM 

5111  194 
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One  Stop 

i,24|;[ 
832 
840 
2,020 
894 
1,353 
806 
661  [ 

1,956[ 

113 

826 

2,239 

1,182 

1,331| 

1,488[ 

1,219[ 

591| 

1,434 

1,511|[ 

1 ,920 
583  [ 
961  [ 

713 
1,388 
1,556 
992 
1,645 
1,735 
2,463  [ 
2,391 

933 

T.72i 

294 


Abs  Mail 


Provisional 


HE 


30 

^1 


52  [I 

45 

33 

42 


13 


3 


52 


ji 


13 


24 
49  [ 

48 
39 

49 
45  r 


68 

22 


Til 


12 


8 

10 

8 

9 

20 

12 


ie 

13 

18 

6 

9 

8 

l| 


9 

12 

16 


Ji 


26 

6 


52'  22 

24  5 
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County 

Clay 


Contest 


Choice 


]Blay  soil  and  water  conservation  district 

SUPERVISOR 


[Tammy  W.  Mull 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 

3,065  1,17i| 


One  Stop 

1,813 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 

64 1  17| 


Mike  Logan  (Write-In) 

Jeremiah  Williamson 
(Write-In) 
ftonnle  Smith 
Ronnie  Smith  (Write-In) 
Bon  JofI  (Write-In) 

Hub  Cheeks  (Write-In) 
Mickey  Mouse  (Write-In) 
Minnie  Mouse  (Write-In) 
Steve  Miller  (Write-In) 
Robert  Penland  (Write-In) 
Dakota  Ingram  (Write-In) 
Daryl  Moore  (Write-In) 
par^  l^ffat  (Write-In^ _ 


Glen  CHeeks  (Write-In) 
Gary  Thurston  (Write-In) 
Matt  Trout  (Write-In) 

Matt  Seabolt  (Write-In) 
Silas  Brown  (Write-In) 
Charlotte  Rogers  (Write-In) 
Bill  England  (Write-In) 

Clay  Logan  (Write-In) 

Linda  Milt  (Write-In) 

Larry  Sams  (Write-In) 
Roger  Coffey  (Write-In) 
Jerry  Nichols  (Write-In) 

Will  Cowan  (Write-In) 

Rex  Patterson  (Write-In) 
Marty  Turrill  (Write-In) 

Tony  Weigold  (Write-In) 
Smokey  the  Bear  (Write-In) 
John  Armbruster  (Write-In) 


0  0  0 

0  0  0 

2,069  601 

0  0  0 

0  0  0 

2|  i1  0 

0  0  0 

0  0  0 

0  0  0 


1 


J 

2 

1 


5 

1 


1 


J 

3 

1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


2 


1 


1 


J 

3 

3[ 

3 

2 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3[ 

0 

o[ 

o[ 

o[ 

o[ 

o; 

o[ 

o[ 

of 


0 

0 

3 

0 

3 

0 

0 

0 

2 

0 

0 

0 


0 

3 

3 

3 

3 

i 

3 

3 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3 

3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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County 

Contest 

Choice 

Party 

Total  Votes  Election  Day 

One  Stop 

Abs  Mail  Provisional 

Clay  I 

SLAY  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 

No  Name  (Write-In) 

3  0 

3 

0  0 

lUPERVISOR 

Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish 

Strengthening  victims  rights 

M^MUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 

Require  photo  id  to  vote 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 

Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Michael  Davis  (Write-In)  1| 

Karen  Teestesskle  1| 

(Write-In) 

Daniel  Sherlln  (Write-In)  1| 

Leanna  Staton  (Write-In)  l| 

Callie  Moore  (Write-In)  2 

Brandon  Bailey  (Write-In)  i| 

Bud  Vaught  (Write-In)  i| 

Steve  Clayton  (Write-In)  1| 

Donald  Duck  (Write-In)  1| 

Goofy  (Write-In)  l| 

David  Reiford  (Write-In)  i| 

Andrew  Armbruster  l| 

(Write-In) 

Michael  Splawn  (Write-In)  l| 


Travis  Anderson  (Write-In)  2 

Christopher  Brown  1| 

(Write-In) 

William  H  Anderson  2 

(Write-In) 

John  Ledford  (Write-In)  l| 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous)  B  10 


lEoLZ 

Against 

1|For 

Against 

|For 

Against 


]Eo^ 

Against 

1|For 

Against 
1  For 


Against 


1,902 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5 

1,608 

.314 

1,652 

320 

1,6311 

3571 

1,600 

424 

1,019 

819 

1,158 

703 


1 


1 


1 


J 

■? 

1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


.2 

1 


lj 

5 

2,201| 

.674 
2,284 
643 
2,272 
666 
2,249 
730  [ 
1,514 
1,295[ 
1,683 
1,154 


0 

0 


0 

0 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

0 


0  0 
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County 

Cleveland 


Contest 


Choice 


Party  Total  Votes 


1US  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  10 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  44 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  110 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  1 1 1 

District  attorney  district  39 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 
NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  27B  SEAT  1 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  27B  SEAT  1 

Cleveland  county  board  of  commissioners 


Cleveland  county  board  of  commissioners 

tUNEXPIRED  TERM! 

Cleveland  county  clerk  of  superior  court 


Patrick  McHenry  |  REP  |  21,799 

David  Wilson  Brown  ||  DEM  |  1 1 ,563 

David  Lee  Lattimore  ||  DEM  |  11,216 

Ted  Alexander  ||  REP~1  21,992 

Kelly  E.  Hastings  |  REP  |  4,21.| 

Christy  McCleary  |  DEM  I  3,68^ 

Him  Moore  ||  REP  1|  16,51 1| 

David  C.  Brinkley  |  DEM  |  8,733 

Pike  Miller  :|  REP  |  24,645 

Barbara  Jackson  ||  REI^  13,482 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin  |  REP  |  7,026 

Anita  Earls  |  DEM  |  11,885 

Andrew  T.  Heath  |  REP  ||  20,201| 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  ||  DEM~1  12,094 

ilefferson  G.  Griffin  ||  REP~~|  14,564 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson  |  DEM  |  11,248 

Bandra  Alice  Ray  ||  REP  |  5,606 

Chuck  Kitchen  ||  REP~1  19,582 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr.  1|  LIB  |  1 ,248 

Wiegra  Katherine  Collins  ||  DEM  |  1 1 ,443 

Forrest  Donald  Bridges  |  DEM  |  21,005 

Ali  Paksoy,  Jr.  |  DEM  |  15,053 

liicah  J.  Sanderson _ ||  REP  |  17,506 

Willie  Green  (Write-In)  225 

Chris  Gash  ||  DEM  |  12,959 

Deb  Hardin  |  REP  |  15,473 

[Eddie  Holbrook  ||  DEM~1  14,463 

Doug  Bridges  j  REP  j  "  ^  17,3^ 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous)  8l| 

Ronnie  Whetstine  j  REP  j  20,233 

L  Caroline  Dedmon  DEM  ||  12,61 1| 

Mitzi  McGraw  Johnson  ||  DEM  ||  22,331| 


Election  Day 

10,654 
4,703  [ 

4.605 
10,65T| 

1,658 

1,412 

IZZmH 

3,770 
11, 83?! 

6,243 
3,730 
47874  ■ 
9,813 
4,975 
7,009  [ 
4,570 
2,801| 
9,452  [ 
663 
4,649 
9,422 
6,298 

8.606 
68 

5,559  i 
7,634 
6,278 ; 
8,388  [ 
40  i 
9,805 

5,262 

10,072 


One  Stop 

10,782 

6,621| 

6,370 
10,972 
2,450 
2,1 75  [ 
7,854 
4,816 
12,354 
7,026 
3,1 70  [ 
.  6,772 
10,049 
6,875 
7,331| 

6,446 

2,696 

9,81?i 

550 
6,559 
11,196[ 
8,470  [ 
8,600  [ 
153 
7,131 

7,578 


8,691| 

10,095 

7,090 
1 1 ,860 


Abs  Mail 
298 
208  [ 
205 
303 
98 
8l 

190 
130[ 
379 
184 
91| 
208  [ 
278  [ 
212 
178 
199 
94 
256  [ 
29 
204  [ 
32l 

251| 

241| 

4 
224 
219 
240  [ 
254 
4 
274 


Provisional 

66 

31| 

36 

60 

8 

8 

43 

1? 

75 

29 

35 

31| 

61| 

*"32 

46 

33 
15 
5l 

6 

31| 

60 

34 
59 

0 

39 

42 

31| 

49 

0 

59 


224  35 

336  63 
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Cleveland^ 


Party 


]  Cleveland  county  sheriff 


]  Clyde  S.  Ledbetter 


UNA 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 

2,079 


4,0g| 


CLEVELAND  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 
BISTRICT  SUPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fishT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Ripartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


TOWN  OF  BOILING  SPRINGS  MALT  BEVERAGE 
ELECTION  #1 


TOWN  OF  BOILING  SPRINGS  MALT  BEVERAGE 

Election  #2 


TOWN  OF  BOILING  SPRINGS  MALT  BEVERAGE 
ELECTION  #3 


TOWN  OF  BOILING  SPRINGS  MALT  BEVERAGE 
ELECTION  #4 


TOWN  OF  BOILING  SPRINGS  UNFORTIFIED  WINE 
LECTION  #1 


8,695 


One  Stop 

1,900 

15,049 

9,629 


Rob  Watts  (Write-In) 
Willie  Green  (Write-In) 
Roger  Eaker 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Against 


Against 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 

86  22 


395 
343  r 


69 


3 
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Cleveland^ 


Columbus" 


Contest 


TOWN  OF  BOILING  SPRINGS  UNFORTIFIED  WINE 
LECTION  #2 


TOWN  OF  BOILING  SPRINGS  UNFORTIFIED  WINE 

Election  #3 


]US  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  oT 


No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  13 


No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  6W 


No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  6^ 


District  ATTORNEY  district  15~ 


No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


No  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  13  SEATT 

No  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  13  SEAT^ 


COLUMBUS  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
BISTRICT  1 


COLUMBUS  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
BISTRICT  6 _ 


Choice 


[Ion  Davl^ 


Parbara  Jackson 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
Anita  Earls 
Andrew  T.  Heath 
ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


ilefferson  G.  Grlffiii 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 


Chuck  Kitchen 


Michael  Monaco,  ^ 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 
£re^Gor^ 

William  F.  Fairley 


ilerome  McMilllan 

Randy  D.  Williams 
Ricky  Bullard 

Danny  BIN  Meares  (Write-In) 


99 


99 


Provisional 

0 
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County 


POLUMBU^ 


Contest 


]m 

pis 


LUMBUS  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  6 


Abs  Mail 


Boi 

pis 


LUMBUS  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  7 


COLUMBUS  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT 


Columbus  county  sheriff 


COLUMBUS  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 
BISTRICT  SUPERVISOR 


COLUMBUS  COUNTY  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
BISTRICT  2 


COLUMBUS  COUNTY  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
BISTRICT  3 _ 


COLUMBUS  COUNTY  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
BISTRICT  4 


BfHITEVILLE  CITY  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
fcT-LARGE 


pis 


ITEVILLE  CITY  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
(STRICT  1 


dfHITEVILLE  CITY  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
BISTRICT  2 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisfT 


Provisional 
1|  0 
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County 

Columbus^ 


Craven 


Contest 


Choice 


Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


]  Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish  |  Against 

Strengthening  victims  rights  I  |For 

Against 

Maximum  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0%  "  ^  '  |For 

Against 

Require  photo  id  to  vote  |  |For 

Against 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission  |  |For 

Against 

Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  elections  I  |For 

Against 

[TOWN  OF  TABOR  CITY  MIXED  BEVERAGE  ELECTION  |  |For 

Against 


4,578  2,092 

13,30 1|  7,558 

4,701|  2,176 

6,760 

5,660  2,856 

12,185  6,920 

6,065  2,9l7i 

6,990  3,889 

10,058  5,268 

7,916  4,265 

9,085 


2,283  [ 
5,529 
2,333 
5,277 


2,58l|r 


5,072  L 

2,928 

3,002 

4,49$ 

3,538 


l8| 


150 

177 

126f 


201 


jH 


198 

64 

253 

66  f 


16 

69 

15 

111 

22 

66 

22 

35 

44 

34 


Columbus  COUNTY  LOCAL  SALES  AND  USE  TAX  IlFor  4,466^^™  3, 51§  90  ^^^*'48 

Against  9.796  5,178  4,342  229| 

IBs  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  03  1  Walter  B.  Jones  27,362  12,093  14,648  560 1  61| 


NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  02  |  Ginger  Garner  ^ 

DEM 

13,9cyjl  5,6Sf||  7, 7611  424  35 

tllm  Harris  | 

LIB 

1,066  612  4291  21|  4 

Norman  Sanderson  | 

REP 

20,434  9,180  10,832  377  45 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  003  IT.  Lee  Horne  III  | 

LIB 

683  370  292  18  3 

Barbara  Lee  | 

DEM 

10,8741  4,421|  6,091||  341]  |  21] 

Michael  Speclale 

REP 

14,068  6,380  7,365  298  25 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  079  |  Ksith  KIdwell 

REP 

6,1131  2J7%  3,242  73|  21] 

Jerry  E.  Langley 

DEM 

1  3,60 1|  1,501|  1,994  96  10 

District  attorney  district  04  |  Bcott  Thomas  i 

DEM 

26,088  11,143  14,265  6231  ^ 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  i 

REP 

16,234  7,2531  8,621  i  3i||  3f| 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

5,040  2,376 1  2,57l||  Si]  12 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

1  13,511|  5,500  7,559  416  36 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

1  20,661|  9,393  10,842  379 1  4^ 

llohn  S.  Arrowood  1 

DEM 

14,3241  5,851|  7,994  443  36 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

15,618  7,013  8,302  272|  31] 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

1  13,451|  5,430  7,573  415  33 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

5,719  2,716|  2,851|  133  19 
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County 


Craven 


Contest 


Choice 


]  NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


]  Chuck  Kitchen 


Mi?h^®LMoG3c°'„Sr_ _ 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  03B  SEAT  1 


]  Paul  M.  Quinn 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  03B  SEAT  2 


]  ilohn  Nobles 


CRAVEN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
BISTRICT  1 


Greg  Holt 


[Tom  Marir 


lieff  O'Neill 


CRAVEN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
BISTRICT  2 


CRAVEN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
BISTRICT  3 


CRAVEN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
BISTRICT  4 


CRAVEN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
BISTRICT  5 


CRAVEN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
BISTRICT  6 


CRAVEN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
BISTRICT  7 


Jason  R.  Jones 


Johnnie  Sampson,  Jr. 


E.T.  Mitchell 


[Iheron  McCabe 


George  Liner 
Ifelli  S.  Muse 
Denny  Bucher 


Craven  county  clerk  of  superior  couftT 


l^xanne  Vernelson 
Huffman 


Craven  county  sheriff 


Terri  W.  Sharp 
]  Chip  Hughes 
Jerry  G.  Monette 


Craven  county  board  of  education  district  2 


1|H.R.  Orr 


Craven  county  board  of  education  district  4 


Craven  county  board  of  education  district  6 


Craven  county  board  of  education  district  1 

tUNEXPIRED  TERM) 


Frances  Boomer 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous 
]  Beatrice  (Bea)  Smith 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
]  Chadwick  Howard  ~ 

Kimberly  Rice  Smith" 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
Joseph  Louis  Waiton 


Party 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


CST 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


Total  Votes 

19,832 


1,24H 


13,831| 


25,578 


25,191 


1,235 

2,919 

1,263 

4,520 

2,970 

5,220 

1,875 

2,770 

2,572 


Election  Day 

8,923 
705 
5,585 
1 1 ,499 
1 1 ,365 
516 

1 ,448 
466  [ 
1,946 

1,273 

2,564 

782 

1,194 

1,003 
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One  Stop 

10,499 
516 
7,777 
1 3,495  [ 
13,256 
710 

1,412 


751| 


2,458 


1,620 


2,516 


1,043 


1,525 


1,477 


1 ,893  2,429 

7,935  9,16i] 


9,9l7ir 


7,490 1 
8,713  10,260 

6,814  8,850 

6,118  7,428 

6,672  8,354 

82  [ 

10,27611 
18911 
5,1 89  C 
6,850  8,695 

76  85 

4,1 92  r 


91| 

12,431 

181 

5,851| 


5,44 1| 


Abs  Mail 
365 

24 

436 


516 

5 

^1 

44 

103 

75 

134 

44 

45 

89 

86 

334 


4911 

465 
242  [ 
406 
4 
544 

9[ 

219 

400 

2 

248 


Provisional 

45 

2 

34 


HE 


60 

4 

2 

13 


4 

45 

39 

50 

34 

33 

0 

56 

3 

35 
32 

0 

30 
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Craven 


Cumberland 


Choice 


Party 


CRAVEN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  7 
tUNEXPIRED  TERMI 


Naomi  Clark 


Total  Votes 

I  15,122 


CRAVEN  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
lUPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  income  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


]US  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  0~8~ 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous 
Donald  Allen  Heath 


Dbie  Lee  Kirkman,  Jr. 

Kirby  R.  Braxlon _ 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous)' 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 

Against 


For 


Against 


For 


23,05j| 
12,190“ 


Against 


For 


Against 

l^chard  Hudson 


18,535 

25,566 


Election  Day 
6,820 

108 

6,949 

3,548 
5,878 
105[ 
10,650 
4,568 
1 1 ,082 
4,119 
10,106 
5,059 
10,473 
4,89g 
6,052 
8,745 
6,542  [ 
8,268 
14,015 


One  Stop 

7,934 

122 

8,493 


4,223 

7,163 


“T2i| 


12,225 
6,610 
12,859 
5,934 
12,1 13  [ 
6,648 
1 2,068  [ 
6,913[ 
7,733 
10,642 


9,796 

10,848 


Abs  Mail 
334 

9 

333 

200 
326  [ 
10 
470  [ 
344 
558 
263 


Provisional 

34 

0 

28 

16 

3il 


511 


302 


361 


345 
463  [ 
368 
436 
605 


61 


18 

70 

12 

64 

18 

59 

24 

39 


~4i] 


44 

35 

98 


[Frank  McNeill  | 

DEM 

41,652  17,280  22,973  1,152  [  24| 

Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  09  |  Mark  Harris  i 

REP 

12,311  6,6181  5,431  234  25 

Dan  McCready 

DEM 

13,452  5,986  7,096  325  45 

ileff  Scott  1 

LIB 

400  252  133  10  5 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  19  |  iNesley  Meredith  | 

REP 

29,382  16,775  11,906  602  99 

Kirk  DeViere  | 

DEM 

29,815  13,593  15,206[  86|  149 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  21  |  Timothy  Leever 

REP 

8,763 1  4,101|  4,41 1|  228  23 

Ben  Clark  | 

DEM 

25,092  9,5551  14,8ai|[  59|  133 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  042  |  Marvin  W.  Lucas  | 

DEM 

13,100  5,3661  7,321  333  74 

|Ed  Williams  I 

REP 

3,684  2,005 1  1,561|  98  20 

Hark  A.  Crowe 

CST 

442  273  153  13  3 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  043  |  [Elmer  Floyd  [ 

DEM 

16,1751  6,49?!  9,269  348  [  61[ 

ilohn  Czajkowski  [ 

REP 

5,646  2,629  2,864  1421  111 
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County 


Cumberland 


Contest 


Choice 


]NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  6^ 


]  Billy  Richardson 


Linda  Devore 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  04^ 


District  ATTORNEY  district  14~ 


]  Albeiro  (Al)  Florez 


tfohn  Szoka 


]  Billy  West 


NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


]  Barbara  Jackson 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
Anita  Earls 
I  Andrew  T.  Heath 


(|ohn  S.  Arrowood~ 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


]  tfefferson  G.  Griffin" 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


]  Chuck  Kitchen 


Slichaer  Monaco,  Sr. 


Allegra  Katherine  Collins 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  12A  SEAT  1 


I  Claire  V.  Hilf 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  12C  SEAT  1 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  12C  SEAT  2 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  12  SEAT  1 


]  James  (Jim)  Floyd 
Ammons,  Jr. 

]  Mary  Ann  Tally 
]  Toni  S.  King 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  12  SEAT^ 


]  [Robert  J.  Stiehl  I 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  12  SEATS" 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  12  SEATT 


I  David  H.  Hasty 
I  Stephen  Craig  Stokes 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  12  SEAT^ 


]  Cheri  Siler-Mack 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  12  SEATg" 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  12  SEAT?" 


]  April  Smith 
]  Tal  Baggett 
Caltlln  Evans 


CUMBERLAND  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 

(Lt-large 


Llrry  Lancaster 


Ralph  Molina 


Ron  Ross 


Charles  Evans 


CUMBERLAND  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
BISTRICT  1 


iBlenn  B.  Adams 


Party 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


DEM 


UNA 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


Total  Votes 

13,448 
10,328 
12,330 
17,280 
72,968 
23,083 1 
14,8481 


Election  Day 

6,593 
6,245  [ 
4,908 
9,218 
33,478 
12,3571 

8,3771 


54,481| 


37,108 
54,884 
24,138  [ 
53,0'5g 
13,6Ce 
34,406 
4,615 
53,134 


19,381| 


33,4411' 


35,1801 

66,098 

66,646 

66,8261 

65,184 


64,831 


64,877 

32,495 

41,693 

48,176 

31,415 

31,435 


53,011 


18,033 


22,816 

20,220 

23,109 


13,091| 


22,138 

7,518 

18,604 

2,704 

22,076 

8,639 

16,423 


16,391  r 


29,812  [ 

30,268 

30,341 


29,335 
29,218  [ 
29,178 
15,393 
19,066 
20,644  [ 

16,855 

16,886 

22,080 

7,788 
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One  Stop 

6,389 


3,851| 


7,016 
7,646 
37,339  [ 
10,154 
6,094 
29,896  [ 
15,958 
29,993 
10,483 
29,222 
5,675  [ 
14,988 
1,748 
29,320  [ 
10,104 

16,122r 


17,831| 


34,271 


34,353 

34,448 

33,850 


33,621  r 


33,686 
16,250 
21, 356 [ 


25,881| 


1 3,769  [ 
13,720 
29,254 
9,718[ 


Abs  Mail 
404 

192 

374 

384 


1,781 


502 

315 

1,44l 


798 

1,462 

484 

1,372 


705 

133 


542 


~8^ 


836 


1,671| 


1,690 

1,696 

1,656 


1,661 


1,666[ 

713 

1,04l 


1,400 


729 

1,392r 


441 


Provisional 

62 

40 
32 
'  32 
370 
70 
62 
322 
132 
320 
80 
320 
48 
109 
30 


T^r 


96 

89 

116 

344 

335 

335 

343 


~33i] 


"3^ 


139 

224 


251 


94 

100 


291 


86 
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County 


Contest 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


One  Stop 


PUMBERLAND  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT 


Cumberland  county  sheriff 


Cumberland  county  board  of  education 

HT-LARGE 


CUMBERLAND  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 
OISTRICT  SUPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisfT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


maximum  income  tax  rate  of  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  ELECTior^ 


City  of  Fayetteville  charter  amendment" 


[TOWN  OF  HOPE  MILLS  CHARTER  AMENDMENT" 


NORTH  CAROLINA  STATE  BOARD  OF  ELECTIONS 


November  06,  2018  General  Statewide  Election  Results  by  County 


Tuesday,  November  27,  2018 
Page  51  of  195 


County 

Currituck 


Contest  Choice  Party 

]  Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  03  |  ftleiB^^qnes^ _ 1|  REP  | 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  01  |  D.  Cole  Phelps  |  DEM  | 

Bob  Steinburg  |  REP  | 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  006  |  Cobby  Hanig  ||  REP  | 

Tess  Judge  |  DEM  | 

District  ATTORNEY  DISTRICT  01  |  N.  Andrew  Womble  ||  REP  | 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  ||  REP  | 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin  |  REP  | 

jitoita  Earls  i|  DEM  | 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath  |  REP  | 

tfohn  S.  Arrowood  ||  DEM  | 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Uefferson  G.  Griffin  ||  REP  | 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson  |  DEM  | 

Sandra  Alice  Ray  |  REP  | 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  ||  REP  | 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr.  ||  LIB  | 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins  |  DEM  | 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT  1  |  C.  Cole  ||  DEM  | 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT  2  |  Jerry  R.  Tillett  |  REP  | 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT  1  |  Robert  Parks  Trivette  |  DEM  | 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT  2  |  |Eula  E.  Reid  ||  DEM  | 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT  3  |  Mead^rWrriss  ||  REP  | 

5URRITUCK  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  ffevin  E.  McCord  |  REP  | 

fcT-LARGE _ 

Joe  Payne  |  DEM  | 

Currituck  county  board  of  commissioners  Mike  Payment  I  REP  I 

DISTRICT  3 _ 

Currituck  county  board  of  commissioners  J.  Owen  Etheridge  I  REP  I 

DISTRICT  5 _ 

Currituck  county  clerk  of  superior  court  Ray  Matusko  |  rep  | 

Currituck  COUNTY  SHERIFF  I  Matt  Belckert  ^^^Nrep  I 

Currituck  county  board  of  education  at-large  |  Megan  M.  Bottelll 

William  (Bill)  Dobney 


SPirite  -In  (Miscellaneous)  ^ 


Total  Votes 

8,104 

2,948 

6,879 

6,7ll 

3,125 

7,864 

4,309 

2,646 

2,584 

6,909 

2,744 

4,593 

2,532 

2,38g 

6,434 

660 

2,53il 

4,806 

7,6^ 

_ 4T57i 

4,492 
7,449 
7, 0411 

2,73il 

7,788 

7,489 

7,980 
8,172 
t»-i  3,996 

f™  4,120 

77 


Election  Day 

5,535 
1,7851 
4,768  [ 
4,569 
1,998 
5,374 
2,893 
1 ,879  [ 
1,556 
4,755 
1,6631 
3,132 
1,525 
1,660 
4,402 
499 
1 ,495 
3,13111 

5,265  [ 

2,994 

2,909 

5,094 

4,883 

1,640 
5,328  [ 

5,164 

5,450 

5,565 

2,662 

2,7211 

53 


One  Stop 

2,385 

1,0611 

1,961| 

1,989 

1,035 

2,326 

1,323 

7011  r 

936 

2,004 

9811 

1,372 

923 

654 

1,896 

138 

952 

1,5411 

2,261| 

1.454 

1.455 
2,194 
2,006  [ 

1,008 

2,158 

2,362  [ 
2,430  [ 
1,235 
1,299 
20 


Abs  Mail 
145 

84 

114 

118 

80 

128 

74 

41| 

"  82 
112 


Provisional 

39 

12 

36 

35 

12 

36 
19 
19 
10 
38 


84  10 

68|  21| 

74  10 

52  16 

103  33 

1^1  ■ 

76  8 

105  23 

1301  ^ 

102  24 

103  25 

125  36 

1^1  ^ 

721  ~Ti\ 

38 

1301  ^ 

m  40 

85  14 

74  20 

.2  2 
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Currituck^ 


Choice 


BURRITUCK  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
BRAWFORD  TOWNSHIP 


ilanet  Ros^ 


Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day 

5,1671  3,399  [ 


One  Stop 


Abs  Mail 


ilosh  Ba^ 


BURRITUCK  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  POPLAR 
BRANCH  TOWNSHIP 


BURRITUCK  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 
DISTRICT  SUPERVISOR 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous 
ftoren  Etheridge 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
William  Leon  Powell 


Harvey  Roberts 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish" 


]E^ 


Against 


Btrengthening  victims  rights" 


]Eor 


maximum  income  tax  rate  of  7.0% 


Against 

Against 


PEOUIRE  PHOTO  ID  TO  VOTE 


]E^ 


Against 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


]EoL 


Against 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


]E^ 


Against 


Provisional 
1011  26 


DARE  1  Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  03  I  Walter  B.  Jones  ■  I 

REP 

11,491||  5,881||  5,31 1|  258 1  4l| 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  01  I  D.  Cole  Phelps 

DEM 

7,666  3,0821  4;^  235  32 

Bob  Steinburg 

REP 

8,780  4,593  3,968  183  36 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  006  |  Bobby  Hanig  | 

REP 

7,716  3,958  3,548  178  32 

Tess  Judge 

DEM 

8,845  3,789  4,782  238  38 

District  attorney  district  01  I R.  Andrew  Womble  1 

REP 

10,584  5,484  4,809 1  24|  44 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  I 

REP 

6,248  3,205  2,892  128  23 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

2,793  1,526  1,193  60  14 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

6,972  2,698 1  4,021|  224  29 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  I  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

8,778  4,608  3,948  185 1  3^ 

John  S.  Arrowood  | 

DEM 

7,2H  2,806  4,150|  22||  3il 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Hefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

6,3671  3,289  2,920  129  29 
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County 


Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

6,850  2,632  3,973 1  2l|  28 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

2,646  1,423  1,152|  61]  10 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

8,150|  4,251|  3,692  173  34 

Siichael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

1,046  600  4161  21|  9 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

1  6^  2,550  3,946 1  2i|  24 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT  1  |  U.  C.  Cole  | 

DEM 

9,388  4,158  4,930  264  36 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT  2  |  Jerry  R.  Tlllett 

REP 

1  10,631|  5,520  4,829  239  43 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT  1  |  Robert  Parks  Trivette 

DEM 

9,445  4,182  4,966  263  34 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT  2  |  Eula  E.  Reid  | 

DEM 

8,890  3,922  4,677  256  35 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT  3  I  Seeder  Harriss  H 

REP 

9,838  5,098  4,462  238  40 

Hare  county  board  of  commissioners  at-large  I  Anne  P.  Petera 

REP 

1  7,851|  4,013  3,629  173  36 

lErvIn  Bateman  I 

DEM 

8,496  3,605  4,618.  2421  31] 

Pare  county  board  of  commissioners  district  1  |  Kim  Tobin  1 

REP 

8,788  4,560  4,005  188  35 

iRosemarie  Doshier  | 

DEM 

7,526  3,048  4,222  226  30 

Pare  county  board  of  commissioners  district  2  I  Rob  Ross 

REP 

10,265  5,339  4,644  240  42 

Pare  county  board  of  education  district  1  I  iFrank  0.  Hester  | 

REP 

1 0,542 1  5,431|  4,831||  23|  43 

Pare  county  board  of  education  district  2  I  Uoe  Tauber  | 

REP 

8,474  4,416  3, 8421  Tsil  35 

Hen  Alexander  I 

DEM 

7,6631  3,0S?|  4,313  230  33 

Pare  county  board  of  education  district  3  I  Margaret  Lawler 

DEM 

9,423  4,1681  4;9^|  2^|  3| 

Pare  county  clerk  of  superior  court  |  Dean  Martin  Tolson 

REP 

10,777  5,569  4,^|  24il  43 

Pare  county  register  of  deeds  I  Cheryl  House 

REP 

8,394  4,398  3,779  178  39 

Nanzolla  McMurran  | 

DEM 

1  7,761|  3,154  4,353 1  22||  2| 

Pare  county  sheriff  I  J.  D.  (Doug)  Doughtie 

REP 

11,139  5,575  5,270  249  45 

BARE  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT  Matt  Paulson  (Write-In) 

438  302  129l  il  6 

lUPERVISOR 

Rod  McCaughey  (Write-In) 

252  209  39  3l  il 

Paul  Wright  (Write-In)  368 1  191|  *17l  0  3 


Anthony  Leone  (Write-In)  46 1  21|  0  0 

Ben  Presgrave  (Write-In)  ‘  3  _ 0  0 

James  Clark  (Write-In)  6 1  l|  0  0 

Alice  Tromba  (Write-In)  9  2  0  0 

David  Parks  (Write-In)  5i^  [  l|  0  O' 

Larry  Bray  (Write-In)  6  i';  .  '  /■!  g  0  0 
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County 

Contest 

Choice 

Party 

Total  Votes 

Election  Day 

DARE  1 

8ARE  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 

Ann  Daisey  (Write-In) 

15 

3 

lUPERVISOR 

Margaret  Suppler  (Write-In) 

^ 

25 

Donald  Burbage  (Write-In) 

5 

5 

Shailor  Clark  (Write-In) 

9^ 

_ ^ 

Zac  Tillett  (Write-In)  10  2 

Ricki  Shepherd  (Write-In)  _ ^  "I  |  l| 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish  ~ 

Strengthening  VICTIMS  RIGHTS  ~ 

M/OOMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 

Require  photo  id  to  vote  ~ 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission  ~ 

SiPARTISAN  BOARD  OF  ETHICS  AND  ELECTIONS 
Davidson  |  Ss  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  13 


NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  29 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  0^ 


Kermit  Skinner  (Write-In) 


John  Towler  (Write-In) 

Fred  Featherstone 
(Write-In) 

Karl  Libby  (Write-In) 


Michael  Shipley  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous)^ 

1|For 


Against 


]E^ 


Against 


For 


Against 


]E^ 


Against 


]EZ 


Against 


]E^ 


Against 

]  Kathy  Manning 


Tom  Banes' 


Ted  Budd~ 


Robert  Corriher 
[Eddie  Gallimore 

Cheraton  Love 

Steve  Jarvis 

Wendy  B.  Sellars 


LIB 


REP 

GRE 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

DEM 


ia 

6 

6 

13' 


5 

kb  894 
^  10,259 


14,898 


1,221 

40,468 

448 

41,505 

15,036 

21,283 

7,063 


0 

0 

0 

.1 

0 

484 

5,150 

2,414 

5,196 

2,239 

5,132 

2,3471 

5,254 

2,313 

3,260 

3,8111 

3,7111 

3,395 
6,796 
71 1| 

19,164 

244 

19,6711 

6,9671 

10,1971 

3,345 


One  Stop 

i3[ 

6 

0 

3 

8 

-■?[ 

13 

6 

6 

9 
5 
37 1| 

4,833 

3,281| 

4,999 

3,0471 

4,851| 

3,254 
_  4,674 
3,472 
3,282 
4,482 
3,731| 

4,070 

7,4371 

485 
20,499 
200 
20,989  [ 
7,42 1| 

10,664 

3,405 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 

1|  0 


0 

0 

0 

0 

3 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

28  [ 
224 
189 
248 
155 

223  [ 
184 
220 
198 
177 

224 
186 
220 
644  [ 

29 
754  [ 
4 


~7^ 


628 

406 

30i| 


Til 


52 

14 

46 

20 


~4| 


19 

52 

16 

30 

30 

34 

29 


21 


0 

54 

20 

16 
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County  Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


Davidson  |  No  house  of  representatives  district  osi  I  Lewie  Phillips  I 

DEM 

7,946  3,596  3,999 1  33J  14 

Larry  W.  Potts 

REP 

20,276  9,545  10,344  364  23 

District  attorney  district  33  I  Garry  W.  Frank 

REP 

1  47;^  22,419  23,609  1,012|  ^ 

Nc  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

24,459  11,502  1 2,460 1  4^  30 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

16,593  7,929  8,345 1  2^  22 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

1  14,591|  6,748  7,200  623  20 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  I  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

40,4181  19,10|  20,5051  55 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

15,238  7,046 1  7,52l||  6^  20 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

27,698  13,195  13,974  494  35 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

13,809  6,339  6,873  577  20 

Sandra  Alice  Ray  | 

REP 

13,6731  6,381|  6,98|  288 1 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Bhuck  Kitchen  I 

REP 

1  39,2011  18,3921  20,04 1|  722,  52 

jjiichael  Monaco,  Sr.  j 

LIB 

2,194  1,252  884  54  4 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

14,169  6,456  7,079  616  18 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  22B  SEAT  1  I  liary  F.  Covington  | 

REP 

26,422  13,313|  12,49l||  3| 

April  C.  Crowson 

REP 

22,119  9,672  11,928  493  26 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  22B  SEAT  2  I  Wayne  L.  Michael 

REP 

45,592  21,710  22,822  1,000  60 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  22B  SEAT  3  |  Carlton  Terry  | 

REP 

42,929  20,555  21,350  966  58 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  22B  SEAT  4  |  iRcflf  McDonald  I 

REP 

23,363  11,098  11,674  562  29 

April  C.  Wood 

REP 

27,260  12,869  13,800  555  38 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  22B  SEAT  5  I  Jimmy  Laird  Myers 

REP 

44,534  21,252  22,256  969 1  ^ 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  22B  SEAT  6  |  Darios  Jane'  i 

REP 

24,813  11,633  12,662|  48^1  3il 

Shelby  S.  Chase 

REP 

24,060  11,464  11,985  580 1  31] 

Davidson  county  board  of  commissioners  I  Derek  Kelly 

DEM 

17,001  7,928  8,368  688  23 

jtteve  Shell  | 

REP 

39,475  18,47||  20,1 11|  845  45 

Don  W.  Truell 

REP 

39,026  18,329  19,796  860 1  41| 

Karen  Watford 

REP 

40,3421  18,90|  20,464  926  45 

phrls  Elliott  1 

REP 

1  38,661  18,101|  1 9,660 1  8^  45 

Davidson  county  clerk  of  superior  court  I  Brian  Lee  Shipwash 

REP 

45,838  21,879  22,915  984  60 

Davidson  county  register  of  deeds  I  Ulchael  E.  Home  1 

REP 

45,022  21,499  22,503l  ^  49 

Davidson  county  sheriff  I  Hchle  Simmons 

REP 

44,676  21,382  22,2151  52 

Davidson  soil  and  water  conservation  district  Katie  Hall  (Wrlte-ln)  20  20  0  0  0 

SUPERVISOR 

Keith  Sink  -  -  42,092|  19,79l||  21,24l|  1,016  44 
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County 


DAVIE 


Contest 


PlAVIDSON  COUNTY  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 


handy  sanitary  dTSTRICT  SUPERVisbR" 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisTT 

Strengthening  victims  rights~ 


M^MUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 

Require  photo  id  to  vote 
Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 

Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioI^ 

1US  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  13~ 


Choice 


Party  Total  Votes 


Bavid  A.  Smith 

Karen  Nash  (Write-In)  | 

Dean  Ross  (Write-In) 

Danny  Sutton  (Write-In) 

Alvin  Privette  II  (Write-In) 
Bradley  Ridge  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous)  B 

]  Debbie  York  Hill 
Dustin  Hill  (Write-In) 

Heal  N.  Motsinger 

phll  Olshinski 

Ashley  Hicks  Carroll 
Write-In  (Mlscellaneous)'’‘^“’^| 
Charlie  Hobson 

Karen  Nash  (Write-In) 

Norman  Hunt 

Dean  Ross  (Write-In) 

Danny  Sutton  (Write-In) 

Mark  S.  Nicholls 

Write  -In  (Miscellaneous)  B 

Against 

1|For 

Against 

|For 

Against 
1  For 

Against 

1|For 

Against 
1  |For 

Against 

]  Kathy  Manning  ^ 


str: 


13 

6 

I; 

3 
389 
21,368 
:  6 
22,299 
8,509 
KS  25,110' 

^  896  L 

54 
1,058 
44[ 
38 
878 
58 [ 

^  42,669 
11  13,149 

43,660 
T2,233 
Ti,130' 
14,72ir 

43,651 

12,953 
"21 ,238 
33,08g“ 

24,20i|~ 

30,155^ 

^4,396  [ 


Election  Day 

18,472 

23 

12 

5 

"■3 

3 

206 

9,964 

6 

10.133 
3,923 

11,802 

81| 

36?| 

39 

432 

31| 

25 

348 

51| 

20,632 

5,694 

21,049 

5,328 

19,502 

6,8111 

20,940 

5,755 

9,785 

15,764 

11.134 
14l22 

1.68?| 


One  Stop 

20,038 

0 

il 

0 

0 

165[ 

10,811| 

0 

11,651 

4,308 

12,751 

103 

519 

15 

~  einr 

13 
13 
52 1| 
6[ 
21,103 
6,9171 
21, 526 [ 
6,51 1| 

20,694 
7,368 
21,736 
6,689 
1 0,962  [ 
1 6,355  [ 
12,516 
14,832 
2,492 


Abs  Mail 
948  [ 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

574 

0 

495 
268 
530  [ 

10 

9 

0 

Z33[ 

0 

0 

9 

1| 

878 
522 
1,0271 
383  [ 
878 
526 
922 

496 
451| 

9371 

519 

873 

202 


Provisional 

41| 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1l 

19 

0 

14 

10 

21| 

0 

0 

0 

II 

0 

0 

0 

0 

56 

16 

58 

III 

56 

16 

53 

14 
40 
26 
38 
28 

15 
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County  Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


Davie  I  Us  house  of  representatives  district  13  I  [Tom  Balley  1 

LIB 

343  198  133  9  3 

[Ted  Budd  I 

REP 

12,6131  6,1 1?|  6,232  195  69 

Robert  Corriher 

GRE 

1  141]  83  54  3|  il 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  31  |  IJoyce  Krawlec  | 

REP 

12,628 1  6,121|  6,239  199  69 

John  Motslniger,  Jr. 

DEM 

4,620  1,834  2,564  206  16 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  077  |  Uulla  Crayen  Howard  | 

REP 

12,858  6,286  6,296 1  ^  69 

Bonnie  Dawn  Clark  I 

DEM 

1  4,451  1,714  2,528  198|  ^ 

District  attorney  district  33  I  Garry  W.  Frank 

REP 

14,313  6,788  7,149|  29?  79 

Nc  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  I 

REP 

1  3;94ill  431?  134  35 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

1  4,13?  2,134  1,908  64 1  31] 

iVlIta  Earls 

DEM 

4,393  1,7131  2,45?  205  18 

Nc  court  of  appeals  judge  seat  1  1  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

12,377  5,968  6,143  196  70 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

4,582  1,816  2,543  208  15 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

8,830  4,194  4,450  1351 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

4,129  1,609  2,316  190  14 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

3,805  1,886  1,840  63  16 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Dhuck  Kitchen  I 

REP 

11,94?  5,722  5,969  190  66 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

1  7^  390  30i  24  5 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

4,250  1,645  2,405  185  15 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  22B  SEAT  1  I  Mary  F.  Coyington 

REP 

9,065  4,518  4,325  175|  ^ 

April  C.  Crowson 

REP 

5,368 1  2,351|  2,860  124  33 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  22B  SEAT  2  I  Wayne  L.  Michael 

REP 

13,564  6,489 1  6,72l|  279  75 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  22B  SEAT  3  I  Carlton  Terry 

REP 

13,382  6,410  6,618  280  74 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  22B  SEAT  4  I  Roy  McDonald 

REP 

7,685  3,790  3,694  159  42 

April  C.  Wood 

REP 

1  73^1  33011  3,844  155|  ^ 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  22B  SEAT  5  I  Jimmy  Laird  Myers 

REP 

14,015  6,6641  6,98?  290  74 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  22B  SEAT  6  I  Carlos  Jane' 

REP 

7,6451  3,72?  3,725  155  38 

Bhelby  S.  Chase  i 

REP 

6,952  3,163  3,613|  39 

Davie  county  board  of  commissioners  I  Benita  Finney 

REP 

12,580  5,8981  6,34?  273  62 

James  V.  Blakleip  1 

REP 

11,960  5,615  6,050  236  59 

Davie  county  board  of  education  I  Dllnt  Junker  1 

REP 

12,5561  5,92?  6,334  235  60 

Nicky  M.  Moore  | 

DEM 

4,360  1,765  2,389  192  14 

Barbara  Taylor  Owens 

UNA 

1  5,751|  2,541|  3,033 1  15?  20 
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County 

PAVIE 


pUPLIN 


Contest  Choice 

1  pAVIE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  |  Lori  Sluder  Smith 

Pavid  Carroll 


Davie  county  clerk  of  superior  court  I  lEllen  Prechsler 

pAVIE  COUNTY  SHERIFF  |  tf.D.  Hartman 


pAVIE  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
gUPERVISOR 


Craig  Myers 


Party  Total  Votes 

11  REP  I  1 1 ,426 

II  REP  I  9,283 

1l  REP  IP  14,721| 

ii  REPj  13,819 

t2,394 


Election  Day  One  Stop 

5,282  5,889 

4,394  4,672 

6,993  7,352 

6,580  6,85?i 

5,776  6,294 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 

209  46 

169  48 

302  74 

303  79 

263 1  M 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish 


Strengthening  victims  rights' 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 


giPARTISAN  BOARD  OF  ETHICS  AND  ELECTIOI^ 


pAVIE  COUNTY  LOCAL  SALES  AND  USE  TAX 


BAVIE  COUNTY  -  ADVANCE  RURAL  FIRE  PROTECTION 
PlSTRICT  TAX 


lUS  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  07 


NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  10 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  004 


District  attorney  district  05 


Arnold  Weatherman 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Against 


Against 


166 


K^e  Horton 
pavid  Rouzer 


]  grent  Jackson 


Nernon  R.  Moore 


I  Kevin  E.  Hayes 


'Quan  Marcell  Love 


tfimmy  Dixon 


Ernie  Lee 


REP 


DEM 


CST 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


5,476 

76 

6,223 

1,748 

6,293 

1,623 

5.863 
2,042 
6,485 
1,559 
3,088 
4,569 
3,456 
4,169 

3.864 
4,056 


7iiir 


1391 

3,164 

5,8071 

6,1071 


3,0171 


311 


2,908 

6,044 

5,832 


6,068 

1^1 


6,1  111 


2,644  [ 

6,405 

2,322 


6,141| 


2,582  L 

6,549  [ 

2,319 

3,376 

5,115[ 

3,779 

4,712 

4,083 

4,624 


2,969  L 
3,030 
3,132 
2,922 
99  [ 
2,880 
3,090 
4,260 


264 


223 


Tzil 


272 
126 
248  r 


151 


231 


177[ 

139 


261| 


154 
243 
170 
230  [ 
0 


71 


66 
63 
73  f 


72 
64  [ 

102 


31 


72 

16 

68 

18 


H 


33 


70 

31 


42 

44 

44 

39 

39 

31 


13 


31 


Jl 


18 

Jl 


2 

16 


31 


26 
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County  Contest 

DUPLIN  Dgc  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 
NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  04  SEAT  1 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  04  SEAT  1 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  04  SEAT  2 

Duplin  county  board  of  commissioners  district 


^UPLIN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT 

PUPLIN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  2 

PUPLIN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  3 


PUPLIN  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT 

PUPLIN  COUNTY  SHERIFF 


Duplin  soil  and  water  conservation  district 

gUPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisTT 

gTRENGTHENING  VICTIMS  RIGHTS~ 


Choice 


Party 


]  garbara  Jackson 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
Anita  Earls 
1  Andrew  T.  Heath 


ilohn  S.  Arrowood~ 


]  ilefferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 


gandra  Alice  Ray 


]  Chuck  Kitchen 


Hichael  Monaco,  ^ 


Pllegra  Katherine  Collins 


]  Albert  D.  Kirby,  Jr. 


Heniy  L.  Stevens  IV 


]  Paul  A.  Hardison 


]  garah  C.  Seaton 


Dexter  Edwards 


Kennedy  (Kenn)  Thompson 


pam  Edwards 


]  Monte  Thorne  (Write-In) 
Pavid  J.  Jones 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
1  l^ie  Quinn  Harrell 


]  ilohn  David  Jackson" 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


Total  Votes 

6,665 
2,266  [ 
5,978 


Election  Day 

4,302  [ 


One  Stop 


2,30 1| 


1,5111 


8,8211' 


6,176 

6,258 


5,9171 


2,750 

^8'574 

364 

6,073 


3,008 

5'7^ 

3,116 

4,145 

2,955 

L724 

5,586 

236 

3,048 


5,8271  r 


2,8911 


9,4911 


6,209 


9,826  L 

9,716 

2,480 

2,819 


5,5711 


6,243 

1,596 

1,970 

1,563 

m 


734 
2,883  [ 
2,979  [ 
2,969 
2,055 
2,872 
1,004 
2,910[ 
122 
2,938  [ 
2,846 
3,206 
4,130 
3,373 
854 

822 


Abs  Mail 
49 

16 


3 


75 
43 
73  [ 
19 


Provisional 

13 

5 

16 

19 

16 

15 


61 


4 

Til 

72 
65  [ 
99 
80, 
2|| 

19 


Jl 


3 

1| 


2 

16 

18 

Jl 

26 

,2g 
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DURHAM 


Contest 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  election 


]US  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  oT 


Choice 

Against 


Party 


Against 

]  Roger  W.  Allison 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 

4,660  □ 

'9,650 

'5,238  □ _ 

9,788  6,352 

5,342  2,622 

5,690  3,560 

8,710  r  4.931| 

6,368  3,879 

8,012  4,582 

20,682  8,913 


2,341| 

6,050 

2,751| 


One  Stop 

2,269 
3,489  [ 
2,428 
3,333 
2,653 
2,060 
3,684 
2,400 
3,352 
11,302 


3 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 

40  10 

20 

14 
19 

15 


45 
84 
52 
54 
78  [ 
70 
64 
392 


16 


ji 


19 

14 

75 


Q.  K.  Butterfield  I 

DEM 

91,5471  30,146  58,846  2,096  459 

Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  04  |  Barbara  Howe  | 

LIB 

5281  2571  259  12  0 

Steve  A.  (Von)  Loor 

REP 

2,6261  1,13711  1,4011  6|  15 

David  Price  | 

DEM 

12,796  3,540  8,939  289  28 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  20  |  FlowJ  B.  McKissick,  Jr. 

DEM 

74,205  23,838  48,225  1,758  384 

ITom  Stark  | 

REP 

12,3091  5,3671  6,562  3291  5^ 

ilared  Erickson  | 

LIB 

1  2,331|  1,129  1,133  56  13 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  22  |  Rickey  (Rick)  Padgett 

REP 

9,3811  3,826  5,430  99  32 

Ray  Ubinger 

LIB 

777  374  39dl  "B'  6 

Hike  Woodard  1 

DEM 

29,102  9,443  18,979  589 1  91| 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  029  |  Charles  Becker  | 

REP 

4,402  2,369  1,883  136  14 

MaryAnn  E.  Black 

DEM 

1  32,751  11,799  19,868  9491  Hi] 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  030  |  Marcia  Morey 

DEM 

30,303  9,533  19,996  688  86 

Matthew  Wagoner 

LIB 

872 1  42il  438  10  3 

B.  Angelo  Burch,  Sr. 

REP 

9,862  4,084  5,603  145  30 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  031  |  ^ck  Forde-Hawkins 

DEM 

30,613  9,3221  20,66111  4^  163 

lErik  Raudsep  | 

LIB 

1,179  493  666  15  5 

Torian  Webson  | 

REP 

6,002  2,183  3,666  1321  21| 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  054  |  iRobert  T.  Reives  II  | 

DEM 

8,990  2,4781  6,251|  240  15 

Stobbs  1 

REP 

1  2,091|  973  1,063  45  10 

District  ATTORNEY  district  16  I  Satana  Deberry 

DEM 

108,583  35,954  69,639  2,420  570 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

17,348  7,492  9,414  374  68 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

7,715  3,3381  4, 2071  136  34 
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Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


One  Stop 


Abs  Mail 


URHAM  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
iUPERVISOR 


George  Boykin  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
Curtis  Richardson  (Write-In) 


Qavid  Harris 


^latalie  Murdock 

Ian  McMillan  (Write-In) 
Jason  Watson 


f  aura  Marie  Davis 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Provisional 


DURHAM  INC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  I  Anita  Earls 

DEM 

102,555  32,885  66,818  2,314  538 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  I  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

23,563  10,179  12,816|  4^1  Toil 

John  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

1  103,3311  33,236  67,215  2,344  536 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

17,154  7,340|  9,40 1|  352|  ^ 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

100,639  32,094  65,734  2,273  538 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

1  8,81 1|  3,855  4,739  176 1  41] 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  (Shuck  Kitchen  I 

REP 

21,986  9,302  12,158  443  83 

Niichael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

3,993  1,915  1,995  54  29 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

100,93?!  32,180  65,921  2,305  528 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  14B  SEAT  1  |  James  E.  (Jim)  Hardin,  Jr. 

DEM 

89,292  28,768  58,076  2,096  352 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  14B  SEAT  2  |  Hichael  O'Foghludha  | 

DEM 

84,5401  27,0611  55,100'  2,042|  331] 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  14B  SEAT  3  |  joseBhine  Kerr  Davis  1 

DEM 

57,178  17,598  38,069  1,295  216 

Dawn  Baxton  I 

DEM 

30,624  10,754  18,996|  7^  143 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  14  SEAT  1  |  Dave  Hall  I 

DEM 

69,096  22,51 3 1  44,67l|  1,550  36:2 

iFred  Battaglia,  Jr.  I 

DEM 

42,629  14,8^  26,760  800l  20| 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  14  SEAT  2  I  Doretta  L.  Walker 

DEM 

106,043  34,978  68,162  2,355  548 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  14  SEAT  3  |  Pat  Evans  I 

DEM 

105,660  34,783  67,977 1  2,34T|  553 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  14  SEAT  4  |  Brian  C.  Wilks  | 

DEM 

105,376  34,7i|l  67,761|  2,353  544 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  14  SEAT  5  I  James  T.  (Jim)  Hill 

REP 

29,9771  12,1971  17,060  612  108 

Clayton  Jones 

DEM 

95,7941  30,7371  62,380  2,162  515 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  14  SEAT  6  I  Amanda  Maris 

DEM 

105,598  34,739  67,960  2,353  546 

Durham  county  clerk  of  superior  court  I  Archie  Smith 

DEM 

109,313  36,118|  70,22 1|  2,416  558 

Durham  county  sheriff  I  Clarence  Birkhead  I 

DEM 

104,204  34,275  67,029  2,352  548 

Paul  Martin  (Write-In)  I  7,271|  2,8911  4,281|  84  9 

0 

9 

0 

283 

390 

0 

79 

184 

4 
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County 


Edgecombe 


Contest 

Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Choice 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


[TOWN  OF  CHAPEL  HILL  AFFORDABLE  HOUSING  BONDS 


]US  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  oT 


No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  04 


No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  02^ 


District  attorney  district  08~ 


No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


Allegra  Katherine  Collins 
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County 

Edgecombe 


Contest 


Choice 


]  NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  07B  SEAT  1 


]  tlmont  Wiggins 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  07C  SEAT  1 


]  [Walter  H.  Godwin,  Jr. 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  07  SEATT 


I  Pell  Cooper 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  07  SEATT' 


]  Wayne  S.  Boyette 


I 


DGECOMBE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  4 


I 


DGECOMBE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  6 


EDGECOMBE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  7 


Edgecombe  county  clerk  of  superior  court 


Billy  Wooten 
Donald  C.  Boswell 


|E.  Wayne  Flines 


[Carol  Allen  White 


Edgecombe  county  sheriff 


]  pee  Atkinson 


Party 


panny  Colbert,  Jr. 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


I 


DGECOMBE  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 
(STRICT  SUPERVISOR 


[Mton  R.  SItinner 


Total  Votes 

5,253 

8,792 

13,932 


2,181[ 


1,542  _ 


2,31 1[ 


Election  Day 

1,820[ 

4,1 33  [ 
5,486 
5,963 
930 

833 

720 


14,076  L 
14,445 
2,840 
9,756  ' 


5.941[ 


6,155 

1,608 


4.4~ijr 


One  Stop 
3,3811 


4,581[ 


7,506 

7,840 

1,226 


1,577[ 

8,009 

8,159 

1,204 


5,221 


Abs  Mail 
34 

63 

96 

10i[ 

20 


Provisional 

12 

15 

26 


11 


98 
104[ 

22 

99 


0 

3 

28 


6 

16 


Cody  Waters  ^  8,944  3,886  4,965  77  16 


Write-In  (MiscellaneousJjj^B  ■  ”  362  156  205 1  l|  0 


NASH-ROCKY  MOUNT  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 

ilohn  Jesso 

o 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

DISTRICT  8 

Reginald  Silver  18 ^  0  0 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous)  8  0  0  0  0  0 


NASH-ROCKY  MOUNT  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 

LaShawnda  Washington  8^1 

589 

243 

339 

3 

4 

DISTRICT  9 

Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish 

Strengthening  VICTIMS  RIGHTS 

MAOOMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 

Require  photo  id  to  vote 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 

Eipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Robert  E.  Cordell 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous^^ 

1|F°r  ■ 

Against 
1  [For 

Against 

[For  ^^8 

Against 

III 

Against 

1  |For  ^^8 

Against 
1  For 


8,344 

8,680 

7,428 


9,732 


■  4,419 

^  r2,373 

H  ^5,166 


3| 

2 

4,769 

4,882 

2,796 

4,379 

3.265 
4.131[ 

3,594 

2,248 

5.266 
2,634 


13 

5 

4,040 

5,233 

4,346 

4^ 

3,870  [ 

5,351[ 

3,216 

6,061[[ 

2,121[ 

7,002 

2,471| 


0 

0 

72 

4| 

90 

36 

HI 

54 

63 

HI 

36 

86 

45 


0 

0 


2% 


24 

10 

18 

16 

14 

19 

16 
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County  Contest 

Edgecombe  |  Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  elections 

Forsyth  I  Us  house  of  representatives  district  05 

Nc  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  31 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  32 

he  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  07T~ 

he  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  072~ 

he  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  07~ 

he  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  07^ 

he  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  07'^ 

lllSTRICT  ATTORNEY  DISTRICT  31 

he  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEATT 


he  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 

he  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


he  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


he  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  21  SEAfT 

he  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  21  SEAfY 

he  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  21  SEATS' 

he  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  21  SEAfT 


Choice 


J  Virginia  Foxx  ^ 

PD  Adams  | 

]  tfoyce  Krawiec  | 

John  Motsinger,  Jr. 

]  [Erie  Henderson  | 

Faui  Lowe,  Jr.  | 

]  lEveiyn  Terry  | 

Bcott  Arnoid  | 

]  Den/vin  L.  Montgomery 
iReginaid  Reid  | 

]  Wliiiam  Stinson 
Lee  Zachaigf 

]  [Terri  Eiizabeth  LeGrand  | 

Debra  Conrad 

]  Donny  C.  Lambeth 

pan  Besse  | 

]  James  Roderick  (Jim) 

O'Neiii 

]  Barbara  Jackson  | 

Christopher  (Chris)  Angiin 
Anita  Earis 
]  Andrew  T.  Heath 
ilohn  S.  Arrowood  | 

]  Jefferson  G.  Griffin  j 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Aiice  Ray 
]  [Chuck  Kitchen  | 

llichael  MonacoTSr. 

Aliegra  Katherine  Coiiins 
]  Denise  S.  Hartsfieid 
]  Lisa  V.  Menefee  | 

]  Theodore  (Ted)  Kazakos 
]  George  A.  Bedsworth 


Party 


DEM 


REP 

DEM 

REP 

DEM 

DEM 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

REP 

DEM 

REP 


REP 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

REP 

LiB 

DEM 

DEM 

DEM 

REP 

DEM 


Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop 

1 1 ,606  4.85|  6,652 

60,30S  29,282  28,898 

77,054  27,080  47,032 

41 ,639  20,0g|  20,2lf 

30,072  10,328  18,464 

17,572  8,609  8,256 

47,22l|r  16,9111  28,636 

18,242  6,718  10,980 

6,861|  3,419  3,188 

19,292  7,155  11,377 

5,093  [  *‘  2,631  2,210; 

8,264 "  2,5^ ; _ ;7^3‘S  ' 

9,465  4,010  5,129[ 

16,212  5,684  9,933[ 

19,423  9,732 1  9,09l| 

^*1776^,  8,392  8,660 

15,599  5,460  9,532 

80,8101  38,02ni  39,8a?|[ 

37,1281  17,6371  18,155[ 

22,7171  11,293  10,666 

74,977 1  25,9411  46,179 

58,178  28,145  28,019 

76,162  26.5751  46,65| 

38,020  18.29f  18,411] 

73,0971  25,136  45,180 

21,591]  10,0491  10,801] 

54,000  25,769  26,353 

7,894  4,134  3,528 

72,070  24,614  44,630 

^  9074^  34,934  52,202  [ 

89,002  34,616  51,034 

74,904  35,120  37,062 

89,077  33,576  52,216 


Abs  Mail 
80 

1,945 

2,589 

1,230 

1,194 

646 

1,420 

472 

236 

652 

232 

362 

3071 

561| 

554 

549 

544 

2,697] 


Provisional 

178 

353 

95 

8? 

62 

254 

72 

18 

108 

19 

16 

19 

34 

46 

51] 

63 

279 


1,237] 

680 
2,516[ 
1,846 
2,579  [ 
1 ,206 
2,436 
675 
1,726 
198 
2,492 
2^ 

2,975 
2,485  [ 
2,912 


99 

78 

3^ 

168 

3^ 

104 

346 

60 

152 

34 

334 

389 

377 

2^ 

373 
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County 


Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


FORSYTH  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 

AT-LARGE 

Ted  Kaoian  i|  DEM  |i  74,9S|  26,348  45,763  2,508  338 

KeenenAltic  II  GRE  |  4,756  2,295  2,292  1521  ll 

A.  L.  (Buddy)  Collins  |  REP  |  56,023  26,972  27,085  1,802  164 

FORSYTH  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 

DISTRICT  A 

Tonya  McDaniel  |  DEM  ||  25,971|  9,788  15,286  758  139 

Flemir®  El-Amln  |  DEM  |l  18,93i|  6,678  11,540  636  83 

FORSYTH  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 

DISTRICT  B 

Don  Martin  |  REP  |  67,172  31,280  33,485  |  2,22|  180 

FORSYTH  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  AT-LARGE 

Deanna  Kaplan  |  DEM  |  72,758|  25,82l|  44,1031  2,53l|  303 

Elisabeth  Motsinger  |  DEM  |  69,952  24,664  42,544  2,489  255 

ilim  Smith  ||  REP  |  52,393  24,925  25,585  1,740  143 

Bobert  Barr  ||  REP  ||  57,61 1|  26,983  28,572  1,898  158 

Andrea  Pace  Bramer  |  DEM  |  61,779  20,948  38,395  2,196  240 

ilmoth'y  Brooker  1  REP  |  52,835  25,388  25,528 1  1,771|  148 

FORSYTH  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  1  |  Mallshal  (Shal)  Woodbury  |  DEM  |  23, 166 1  8,37l|  14,00 1||  ^  103 

Barbara  Hanes  Burke  ||  DEM  |  24,262  8,956  14,454  729  123 

FORSYTH  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  2  |  Lida  Calvert  Hayes  ||  REP  |  54,592  25,3651  27,24 1||  1,851  129 

Dana  Caudill  Jones  ||  REP  |  52,460  24,582 1  25,95l|  1,796 1 

Rebecca  Nussbaum  ||  DEM  ||  46,27l|  15,929 1  28,46 1|  1,740 1  Hll 

Marilynn  Baker  |  DEM  |  47,029  16,140  28,952  1,785  152 

Lori  Goins  Clark  ||  REP  |  52,462  24,6291  25,941|  1,756  130 

Leah  H.  Crowley  ||  REP  |l  52,7411  24,843  25,999 1  1,761  138 

FORSYTH  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT  |  Susan  Speaks  Frye  |  DEM  |  94,548  36,710  54,377  3,075  386 

FORSYTH  COUNTY  SHERIFF  |  Bobby  F.  Kimbrough,  Jr.  |  DEM  |  72,648  25,339|  44,63l||  2,33l||  ^ 

William  T.  (Bill)  Schatzman  |  REP  ||  63,04H  30,215  30,549  2,110  173 

FORSYTH  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
SUPERVISOR 

Beth  Tucker  82,061|  32,192  46,856  2,723  290 

foby  Bost  _ ^  77,590  31,396  43,1621  2,781||  251| 


Write-In  {Miscellaneous)__H  1,983  1,06^  828|  81||  11| 

2,092  302 

2,303  214 

2,599  350 

1,80?i  168 

2,231|  304 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Against 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


32,906 

22,205 

36,136 


34,815 
39,318 
40,508 
33,944  r 


32,526 


36,901  r 
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County 

Forsyth 


Contest 

]  MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 
ftEQUIRE  PHOTO  ID  TO  VOTE 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 
Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electio'ns 

Forsyth  county  local  sales  and  use 


5ITY  OF  WINSTON-SALEM  STREET  AND  SIDEWALK 
BONDS 


5ITY  OF  WINSTON-SALEM  PUBLIC  SAFETY  FACILITIES 
BONDS 


CITY  OF  WINSTON-SALEM  PARKS  AND  RECREATION 
BONDS 


City  of  winston-salem  housing  bonds 


5ITY  OF  WINSTON-SALEM  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 
BONDS 


Choice 

Against 


Abs  Mail 

2,166 


Provisional 

209 


No  33,743!  14,4371  17,988  1,189  129 


Franklin  I  Us  house  of  representatives  district  02  I  George  Holding  ^^H^RE^  13,610  6,606  6,715  223  66 

lleff  Matemu  I 

LIB 

772  426  324  19  3 

Linda  Coieman  I 

DEM 

11,118  3,509 1  7,191|  386  32 

No  STATE  SENATE  DiSTRiCT  18  |  Brad  Hessei  I 

LIB 

659  3831  ^  19  6 

Hack  Paui 

DEM 

11,313  3,596  7,2881  39fi  32 

ilohn  Aiexander  I 

REP 

13,3731  6,4871  6,61 1|  212  63 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DiSTRiCT  007  |  Bobbie  Richardson  | 

DEM 

11,412  3,669  7,312  398  33 

Lisa  Stone  Barnes  I 

REP 

13,9011  6,782  6,833  226  66 

District  ATTORNEY  DiSTRICT  10  I  Hike  waters  1 

DEM 

17,262  6,633  10,086  488  55 

No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  I 

REP 

9,108  4,338  4,558  166  46 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

4,453  2,2381  2,14i|  45  23 

^ita  Earls 

DEM 

11,196  3,6081  7,1S|  400|  3l| 
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County 

Franklin 


Contest 

1 NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  09  SEATT 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  09  SEAT2^ 


'RANKLIN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
IT-LARGE 


Franklin  county  board  of  commissioners 

DISTRICT  2 _ 

Franklin  county  board  of  commissioners 
District  4 _ 

Frankun  county  board  of  commissioners 
District  3  fuNEXi _ 

Franklin  county  clerk  of  superior  cou"^ 

Franklin  county  sheriff 


Franklin  soil  and  water  conservation  district 

gUPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisTT 


Strengthening  victims  rights' 


maximum  income  tax  rate  of  7.0% 


Choice 

1  Andrew  T.  Heath 


Party 


iiohn  S.  Arrowood 


]  Jefferson  G.  Griffin" 


Tobias  fToby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 


]  phuck  Kitchen 


yicha^jyionaco^  Sr^ 


ftllegra  Katherine  Collins 


I  Steven  E.  Hight 


Paul  Ro^ 


Lawrence  Tickle 


John  Dunlow 


Cindy  Sturges 
Mitchell  Styers 
Carolyn  J.  Thompson 
Harry  Foy 

Ginger  A.  Baker 
Cedric  K.  Jones 


David  Bum" 


Mark  Speed 


Patricia  Burnette  Chastain 


]  Jerry  W.  Jones 
Kent  Winstead 
Mfcky  May 

Carvel  Cheves 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous)' 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


Total  Votes 

1 3,433  [ 


Election  Day 


11,60?! 


9,646 
'i  1^0(3 ' 
4,22a  [ 

12,844 
933 
11,196 
1 ,944  [ 
6,854 
4,226  [ 
12,113 
13,059 
2,870 
9,169 
13,580 


4,029 

3,366 

17,378 
10,096 
1 5,356  [ 
T7,633 


One  Stop 

6,5711  6,582 

3,743  7,430 

4,698  4,745  [ 

"377^  7,103 


2,04l|r 


6,2351 
489 
3,554 1 


'jM 


1 ,936 


1,9111 


5,810 

6,413 

1,084 

2,844 

6,608 


11,831!  ^  3,892 

3,744  1 ,270  r 


2,099 


5,631!! 


2,091 


6,34?! 


414 

7,21?! 


1,150 


~4^ 


2,208 

6,045  [ 

6,364 

1,699 

5,974 

6,684 

7,503 


2,381! 


1,833 


1,642  1,664 

6,790  10,064 

4,898  4,96?! 


I92^ 


7,086  1 0,069  [ 


Abs  Mail 
215 

400 


393. 

70 

200 

25 

393 

58 

268 

88 


Provisional 

65 

34 

52 

32 

15 

62 

5 

32 

9 

13 

19 


201 


215L 

77 
330  [ 
225 

398 

80 

78 

54 

470 

178 

442 


me 


10 

~2i1 

63 

38 

13 

19 

6 

54 

53 

46 
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County 


GASTON 


Contest 

Require  photo  id  to  vote 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 

Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electio[^ 

Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  10~ 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  43 


RC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  44 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  1TO 


No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  1  lF~ 

District  attorney  district  38 

No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEATT 


RC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 
NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


Choice 

Against 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


Abs  Mail 


]E^ 


Against 


]E^ 


Against 


]E^ 


Against 

]  Patrick  McHenry 
David  Wilson  Brown 

]  Kathy  Harrington 
Mtriese  Price 

Mitchell  D.  Bridges 


]  David  Lee  Lattimore 


[Ted  Alexander 

]  Robert  Kellogg 
ilohn  A.  Torbett 

]  Jennie  Stultz  (Write-In) 
Pusan  Maxon 

Dana  Bumgardner 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
]  Kelly  E.  Hastings 
Christy  McCleary 


]  Locke  BelT 


]  Barbara  Jackson 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
Anita  Earls 
]  Andrew  T.  Heath 
ilohn  S.  Arrowood~ 


]  ilefferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 


]  Chuck  Kitchen 


Michael  Monaco,  ^ 
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County 

GASTON 


Contest 


Choice 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


]  Bllegra  Katherine  Collins 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  27A  SEAT  1  |  David  A.  Phillips 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  27A  SEAT  1  |  Craig  Collins 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  27A  SEAT  2 


]  INichael  K.  Lands 


GASTON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DALLAS 
TOWNSHIP 


GASTON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
GASTONIA  TOWNSHIP 


GASTON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
RIVERBEND  TOWNSHIP 


IBASTON  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COUI^ 


IBASTON  COUNTY  SHERIFF 


BASTON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DALLAS 
TOWNSHIP 


I^STON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  GASTONIA 
TOWNSHIP 


GASTON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  RIVERBEND 
TOWNSHIP 


Trat^  L.  Philbeck 


Paniel  R.  Caudill 


Tom  Keigher 


Diana  Marenfeld 


Jennifer  Graham 


Chad  Brown 


IBASTON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  AT-LARGE 


]  Larry  Brow/n 
]  Alan  Cloninger 
]  Dot  Cherry 
Justin  Davis  (Write-lnl 

Steve  Hall  (Write-In) 
Kevin  Collier  (Write-In) 
Dot  Guthrie  (Write-In) 
Lee  Dedmon  (Write-In) 
Helen  O'Daly  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


24,8211 


Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop 

9,978  14,175 

18,896  22,610 

23,432  25,2lil 


42,493 

49,760 

49,166[ 

44,251 

25.534 

44.534  [ 

25,739 
26,489  [ 

43,154 

51,409r 


54,251 


48,586 

58 

24 

20 


Til 


Til 


Steve  Hair 


1,086 

30,670 


Tracy  Philbeck  (Write-ln)^ 
Helen  R.  O'Daly 

Write  -In  (Miscellaneous) 


Stuart 


Tom  Keigher  (Write-In) 
Lee  Dedmon 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous 
Chad  Brown  (Write-In) 

Kevin  L.  Collier 


39  L 

31,904 

614 


13 


23,1071 


20,794 

10,415 

20,891 


10,529 


10,9071 


20,194 


24,1711 


24,094 

22,239 

3g 

10 

3!: 

6 

3 

3 

528  [ 
13,908 


Til 


43,564 


13,220 
28$ 
13  [ 

20,196 


24,959 

22,519 

14,455 

22,688 

14,529 

14,899 

22,046 

26,088 

28,956 

25,204 

25  r 


13[ 

8 

8 


~53i| 


16,112 

0 

.Cl  74 
246 
1 0,928  [ 

26 
18,015 
31  6T 


Jl[ 


Abs  Mail 

538 

793 
898 
889  [ 

758  r 


532 
768  [ 

545 

539 

746 

936 

975 

934 

1| 

1| 

0 

1| 

0 

0 

22 

538 

0 

382 

6 

411| 


2 

563 

111 

13 


Provisional 

136 

194 

219 

211| 

Tail 


132 


Tail 


22,369 


816 


136 

144 

168 

214 

232 

209 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5 

112 

0 

98 

5 

132 

0 

106 

4 

0 

183 
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County 

GASTON 


GATES 


Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 

BASTON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  RIVERBEND 
rOWNSHIP 

Jennifer  Graham  (Write-In)  12P  '  8  0  0 

Write-In  fMiscellaneousI  548  24l|  294  9  4 

GASTON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  SOUTH  POINT 

Scot  Hughes  17,263  8,655  8,215  310  83 

TOWNSHIP 

liustin  N.  Davis  29,610  13,178  15,766  564  102 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous)””^!  425  183  223  13  6 


BASTON  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 

Ricky  Rhyne  (Write-In) 

12, 

2  10 

0 

0 

iUPERVISOR 

Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish 

Strengthening  victims  rights 

M/WCIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 

Require  photo  id  to  vote 
Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 

Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  elections" 

SASTon  county  malt  be vei^g e  ele'cti on  ^ 

IBASTON  COUNTY  UNFORTIFIED  WINE  ELECTION 

IBASTON  COUNTY  ABC  STORE  ELECTION 

©^ON  CPJJN TY  mTxE  P^BEVE  RAG  E  ELECtipN ' 
Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  or~ 


Becca  IHurd  | 

[Esther  M.  Scott  | 

Johnny  H.  Denton  | 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
1|For  I 

Against 

III  I  M 

Against 

|For 

Against 

III  I  M 

Against 

III  I  M 

Against 

1  [For  M 

Against 

[For 

Against 

III  M 

Against 

III  I  M 

Against 
‘  [For 

Against  | 

]  Roger  W.  Allison  ' 

IB.  K.  Butterfield 


DEM 


■  24,976 

■  T9,T42 

■  ^ 

Hi  48,679 

■  21,038 

■  51,462 

■  18,196 

■  48,215 
S  21,478 

48,085 
C  22,243 
26,304 

■  41 ,455 

■  30,632 

■  36,873 

■  39,532 
Igg:  26,382 

■  40,243 
B  25 .541 
Ml  46,90g 

■  i'9,782 
Sg  47,144 

19,986 

2,050 

2,149 


10,770 

10,8211 

9,332 

246 

233ij 

7,959 

24,472 

6,746 

22,5371 

8,668 

22,858 

8,678 

11,974 

18,1571 

14,135 

15.873 

18.873 
1 1 ,008 
19,094 
10,774 
21,9511 

8,330 

22,1671 

8,2911 

1,4^ 

1,1911 


13,632 

13,711| 

9,369 
26 1| 
24,265 
1 2,576  [ 
25,776 
11,062[ 
24,563 
1 2,314  [ 
24,190 
1 2,978  [ 
13,681| 

22,362 

15,752[ 

20,15|[ 

1 9,736  [ 
14,748 
20,215 
14,148 
23,850 
10,982 
23,8871 
11,198[ 
565 
9(®[ 


464 
528  [ 
365 
10 
880 
4^ 

978 

3^[ 

888  [ 

4i| 

829 

4^ 

526 

768 

5g 

7Ti] 

741] 
525  [ 
745 
525 
888 
396 
875 
4i| 
1^1 


110 

~9i| 

76 

8 

220 

82 

236 

3 

22| 

79 
208 

96 

123 

168 

158 

i3i 

182 

3^ 

189 

94 

218 

74 

215 

80 

IE 

5 
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County 


Contest 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  01 


Choice 

I  D.  Cole  Phelps 
Bob  Steinburg 


Party 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  00^ 


]  [Howard  J.  Hunter  I 


Phillip  Smith 


District  attorney  district  of 


]  R.  Andrew  Wornble" 


NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


]  Barbara  Jackson 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
Anita  Earls 
1  Andrew  T.  Heath 


ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


]  ilefferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Bandra  Alice  Ray 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


]  phuck  Kitchen 


Hichael  Monaco,  Sr^ _ 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT  1 


I  U.  C.  Cole 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT  2 


I  Jerry  R.  Tillett 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEATT 


]  Robert  Parks  Trivetti" 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEATT' 


Eula  E.  Reid 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEATT 


]  lieader  Harriss 


BATES  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  EURE 
DISTRICT 


ilonathan  A.  Jones" 


6.  W.  Ward" 


BATES  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  GATES 
DISTRICT 


Ray  Freeman 


Rebecca  Crawford  Parks 


DATES  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 

Dates  VI  LL£  ^i  strict _ 


Jack  Owens 


[bates  county  clerk  of  superior  court" 


Dates  county  sheriff" 


Carol  Whitt 
I  Nell  F.  Wiggins 
|ie]|ncla  Parks  ^wjtt 
I  James  Gary  Ingram 
Ray  Campbell 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


1 ,446  [ 
2,880 

i,3ia 

2,766 


1,071| 


1,4011 


3,109 

1,090 

1,140 

3,090 


1,683 

978 
1 ,599 

1,035 

1,878 

790 

810 

1,868 


One  Stop 


354 

1,138 

320 

1,1  iS 

348  [ 
1,176 
280 
308  [ 
1,165 


Abs  Mail 


16 

53 

14 

49 

Jl 

l5 

j| 

50 
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County 

GATES 


QF^HAM 


Contest 


Choice 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


SATES  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
jUPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


'  Us  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  lT 


Re.  Miller  1 


2,35l|r 


1,4611 


One  Stop 

848 


Rick  H.  Morgan 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous 


Against 

Clifton  B.  Ingram,  Jr. 


1  lib  I 


Abs  Mail 
3& 


Provisional 

4 


Mark  Meadows  I 

REP 

2,711 1  1,221|  1,420  701  1| 

Phillip  G.  Price  | 

DEM 

8381  2^1  ^  24  0 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  50  |  Bobby  Kuppers 

DEM 

956  35Sf  577  26  0 

ilim  Davis  | 

REP 

2,618  1,190  1,360|  il 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  120  |  Aaron  Martin 

DEM 

1  8^  308  528  25  0 

Kevin  Corbin 

REP 

2,6611  1,208  1,389  69 1  l| 

District  attorney  district  43  I  Ashley  H.  Welch 

REP 

2,268  1,049  1,163  55|  il 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

1,395  644  723  28  0 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

1,085  492  559  33 1  1| 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

850  306  520  24  0 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

2,360 1  1,081|  1,218  60 1  il 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  | 

DEM 

993  366  600 1  ^  0 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Kefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

1,639  764  834  40 1  l| 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

84111  2911  528.  22  0 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

732  333  380  19  0 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Bhuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

2,260  1,040  1,156  63|  1| 

Nichael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

148  75  72 1  il  0 
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County 


Contest 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30  SEATT 


Choice 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 
]  Donna  Forga 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30  SEAT^ 


]  Leo  J.  Phillips 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30  SEATT 

ttRAHAM  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS~ 


Kristina  L.  Earwood 

]  Roy  Wijewickrama 
]  Billy  Hyde 
ilacob  Nelms 

Dale  E.  Wiggins 

Raymond  David  Williams 
Sr. 

Lynn  Cody 


ttRAHAM  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 


]  Shane  Garland 


ttRAHAM  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COU^ 


ttRAHAM  COUNTY  REGISTER  OF  DEEDS 


ttRAHAM  COUNTY  SHERIFF 


BRAHAM  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
lUPERVISOR 


l^is  Pressley  Satterfield 

Clark  |Chip)  Carringer 

]  Tammy  H.  Holloway 
Steve  Odom 

]  Carolyn  Cooper  Stewart 
]  Joseph  Jones 
John  D.  Lovin  | 

Jimmy  Orr 


Scotty  Hooper  (Write-In) 
Gerald  Phillips 
Vincent  Wesley  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous^ 


^87i  310 

1,146 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


]E^ 


Against 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


]E^ 


maximum  income  tax  rate  of  7.0% 


Against 

Against 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


]EZ 


Against 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


]E^ 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 


2a  0 

65|  ~1\ 

38|  ~1\ 

38  0 

361  1| 

3|  0 

0 

52l  H 

53 1  1| 

i1 

41]  0 

48  0 

58|  ~1\ 

52  0 

40|  ~1\ 

^1  1| 

63| 

28  0 

i] 


0  0 

49|  ^ 

0  0 

8  0 

68 1  ~1\ 

23  0 

6|  0 

23 1  ~1\ 

73  0 

18|  ~1\ 

72  0 

"2111  i] 

38  0 
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County 

©RAHAM 


©RANVILLE 


Contest 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


BRAHAM  county  local  sales  and  use  TA)r 


Us  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  oT 


Choice 

Against 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 

Roger  W.  Allison 


2,199 
1.323 

'rREP~|"~"  To, 258  [ 


Election  Day 

783 

585 

746 

946 

em 

4,47Jll 


One  Stop 

956 

885 

802 

1,206[ 

715 

5,6171 


Abs  Mail 
46  [ 

42 

42  r 


Provisional 

il 


31 


45  [ 

liar 


33 


B-  K.  Butterfield  | 

DEM 

10,661|  3,474  6,989  135  63 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  22  |  Rickey  (Rick)  Padqett 

REP 

9,869  4,282  5,436  103  48 

Ray  Ubinger 

LIB 

482  222  248  8  4 

Hike  Woodard  I 

DEM 

10,474  3,413  6,865  133  63 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  002  |  (larryl  D.  Moss  | 

DEM 

6,8931  2,181|  4,60 1|  86  25 

Larry  Yarborough 

REP 

7,618  3,222  4,2791  81|  36 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  032  |  Terry  Garrison 

DEM 

4,033  1,433|  2,51 1|  54  35 

Robert  Shiftgler 

REP 

2,2791  1,0871  1,155  25  12 

District  ATTORNEY  district  10  I  Hike  waters  1 

DEM 

15,523  5,749  9,500  183 1  91| 

No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

6,8871  2,912  3,856  84  35 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

3,502  1,593  1,868  26  15 

^ita  Earls 

DEM 

10,263  3,355  6,713  133  62 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

10,126  4,389  5,578  110  49 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  | 

DEM 

10,413  3,419  6,799  133  62 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

7,4671  3,238  4,130  63  36 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

9,975  3,245  6,543  125  62 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

3,142  1,344  1,724  59  15 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

1  9,71 1|  4,190  5,375  100  46 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

710  319  376  13  2 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

10,222  3,345  6,677  135  65 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  09  SEAT  1  |  Steven  E.  Hiqht 

DEM 

1,469|  471]  955 1  3|  6 

paul  Ross  1 

DEM 

6,4791  2,0571  4,319 1  ^  36 

Lawrence  Tickle 

DEM 

2,627i  1,062  1,512l  31|  22 

Ilohn  Dunlow  I 

REP 

10,135|  4,301|  5,678 1  1^  49 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  09  SEAT  2  |  Cindv  Sturges 

REP 

9,796  4,264  5,377  103  52 

Mitchell  Styers 

DEM 

1,599  590  975  29  5 

Carolyn  J.  Thompson 

DEM 

9,385  3,062  6,152  113  58 
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County 

GRANVILLE 


GREENE 


Contest 


RANVILLE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  2 


E 


RANVILLE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  6 


8RANVILLE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  7 


Choice 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


Bavid  T.  Smith 


film  KararT 


LaHoma  Smith  Romocki 


[Edgar  G.  Smoak 


Hicole  Tatum 


I8RANVILLE  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT 


]  Yancey  Washington 


IPRANVILLE  COUNTY  SHERIFF 


I  Brindell  B.  Wilkins,  Jr. 


BRANVILLE  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 
DISTRICT  SUPERVISOR 


Hatthew  FI.  Grooms 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


2,77l|r 


2,4061 


1,531| 


l,57i 

918 

15,395 


17,333 

4,838 


1,1311 


420  [ 
545 

392 

5,670 

6,542 

1,852 


One  Stop 

1,603 

1,479 


1,071| 


1,015[ 

514 

9,458 

10,496 

2,902[ 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 

3|| 


42 

38 


11 


6 

182 

202 

me 


8 

2 

3 

6 

85 

93 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish 

Btrengthening  victims  rights 

MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 

Require  photo  id  to  vote 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 
Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  elections 

Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  0^ 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  05 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  oW 


Flelen  Mitchell  (Write-In) 
Cal  Berryhill  (Write-In) 


I  Kimberly  Robb 
Don  Davis 


]  ilohn  Belf 


3,591| 


REP 


0 

3,091| 

1,418 

3,12H 

106 
5,260 
2,579  Q 
5,428 
2,370 
5,086 
2,7071 
5,016^ 
2^ 

2,540 

5,076 

2,931| 

4,690 
2,402 
1,578 
1 ,488 1~ 
1,983 


9  0  0 

^  0  0 

5,204  99  54 

2.332  58  15 

5  0  0 

4,682  89  46 

154  2!  ^ 

6.819  142  60 

5;^  105!  4T| 

7,275  158  65 

5, 1301  871  42 

6.820  133  60 

5,542  116  48 

6;33fil  1^  59 

6,199  113  53 

3,575  86  33 

8,613  158|  ^ 

4,246  98|  ~4i1 

7,975 

1 .333  29  5 

17^  168  8 

1 ,570  32  6 
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County 

GREENE 


Contest 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  6To~ 


Choice 


Party 


]  [Tracy  Blackmon 


District  attorney  district  09~ 


I  Matthew  L.  Delbridge 


NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


]  Barbara  Jackson 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


Christopher  (Chris)  Angiin 
Anita  Earls 
I  Andrew  T.  Heath 


ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


]  ilefferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Aiice  Ray 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


]  phuck  Kitchen 


IMich^  Mqnaco,^Sr^ 
Aliegra  Katherine  Coiiins 


NC  DiSTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DiSTRiCT  08  SEATT 


]  Beth  HeatTT 


BREENE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSiONERS 
BISTRICT  3 


ilerry  R.  Jones 


Natasha  Sutton 


s 


REENE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSiONERS 
tSTRICT  4 


s 

m 


REENE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSiONERS 
(STRICT  5 


PREENE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 


Bennie  Heath 


Busan  Moore  Biizzard 


Hoe  Smith" 


pat  Adarns" 


Leisa  Edwards  Batts" 


ttREENE  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COUI^ 


I  Sandra  (Sandy)  Beaman 


ttREENE  COUNTY  SHERIFF 


]  Lemmie  Smith 


BREENE  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
BUPERVISOR _ 


Hason  Tyndall 

Donald  Broughton  Beaman 


Derek  Sterling  Burress 
[lack  Edmondson 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


DEM 


CST 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


Total  Votes 

2,713 

4,253 


Election  Day 

1,,0S? 

2,240 


2,28lir 


1,208 

2,710 


3, 44  111 


2,766 
2,555  [ 


878 
3,279 
179i 
2,690  [ 
4,592 


3,241| 


2,916 
4,922 ' 

4,940  f 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish" 


]E^ 


Against 


Btrengthening  victims  rights" 


]Eor 


659 

1,065 


1,87?! 


1,092 


1,401| 


1,033 

465 

1,789 


i,06?ir 


2,1181 

1,798 

1,153 

2;374 


2,351| 


3,555  1 ,688 

3,828  i  1,79?! 

3,485  1,543[ 

5,403  2,576 

4,003  1 ,833 
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One  Stop 

1,490 
1,946 
1,023 
534 
1,475 
1,529 
1,504 
1,126 
1 ,455 
405 
1 ,456 ; 
89 


1,451| 


2,281 


1,393 

1,604 

2,364 

2,403 

1,715 

1,870 


1,771| 


2,632 

2,000 

1,083 

1,796 

1,039 

1,564[ 

IS 

1,939 

1,077 

1,980 


153 

172' 

174 

144 

154|| 

165 

184[ 

162 

33 

142 

118 

~^l 

0 

64 

129 

69 


6 

12 

12 

8 

6 

Ti] 

8 

5 

9 
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County 

GREENE 


GUILFORD 


Contest 

Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Us  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT 


Choice 

Against 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


One  Stop 


Against 


B-  Mark  Walker 


1 .714 
13,783 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 

128  15 


1 

53  [ 
144 
32 
165 
45 
152 
662 


10 

5 

8 

28 


Ryan  Watts 

DEM 

38,4Ce  16,460  21,055  823  64 

Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  13  I  Kathy  Manning 

DEM 

80,782  35,912  42,083  2,604  183 

Tom  Bailey  1 

LIB 

2,334  1,479  800  36  19 

ITed  Budd  | 

REP 

46,573  23,078  22,1 13|  1,34l||  M 

Robert  Corriher 

GRE 

1,439  882  5101  41|  6 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  24  |  |Rlck  Gunn  | 

REP 

1  11,421|  6,841|  4,3211  238  15 

il.  D.  Wooten  I 

DEM 

10,776  4,625  5,930  210 1  Til 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  26  |  William  (BIN)  McCasklll 

DEM 

10,070  4,510  5,284|  261|  15 

Jerry  W.  Tillman 

REP 

3,67if  1,912  1,622  136  4 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  27  |  Nlichael  Garrett  1 

DEM 

45,205  18,314  25,413  1,389  89 

Trudy  Wade 

REP 

44,268  21,758  21,395  1,084|  31] 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  28  |  felark  Porter  | 

REP 

18,509  9,690  8,253 1  5^  19 

Gladys  Robinson 

DEM 

56,262  26,9^  27,563  1,604  133 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  057  |  Wrcm  Lawson  ( 

REP 

10,773  5,172  5,314  279  8 

Ashton  Clemmons 

DEM 

22,4431  9,5411  12,320 1  5^  35 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  058  |  Amos  Quick 

DEM 

21, 385 1  10,271|  10,5511  ^  50 

Peter  Boykin 

REP 

6,4611  3,239  3,010  212  6 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  059  |  Uon  Hardister  | 

REP 

22,119  12,438 1  9,21 1|  4491  ^ 

Bteven  A.  Buccini  I 

DEM 

16,924  6,922  9,590|  39l||  2l| 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  060  |  Cecil  Brockman 

DEM 

17,718|  7,291|  9,902  496  29 

feirt  Collins 

REP 

7,94111  3,4411  4,255  235  10 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  061  |  Mary  Price  (Pricey)  Harrison 

DEM 

25,469  12,745  11,834  830  60 

Nissa  Batts  | 

REP 

9,2751  5,0611  3,92 1|  279  8 
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County 

GUILFORD 


Contest 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  6^ 


Choice 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


]  jlohn  Faircloth 


Bartha  R.  Shafer 


District  attorney  district  24~ 


]  Avery  Michelle  Crump 


NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


]  parbara  Jackson 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
Anita  Earls 
1  Andrew  T.  Heath 


ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


]  Jefferson  G.  Griffin" 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  18A  SEAT  1 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  18B  SEAT  1 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  18D  SEAT  1 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  18  SEAT  1 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  18  SEAT  2 


Builford  county  board  of  commissioners 

IfcT-LARGE 


lUILFORD  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  1 


auiLFORD  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  2 


BUILFORD  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  3 


BUILFORD  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  7 


^UILFORD  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  8  CUNEXI _ 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 


Bandra  Alice  Ray 


]  phuck  Kitchen 


NUchaef  Monacq,  Sr^ 
Allegra  Katherine  Collins 


]  Lora  Christine  Cubbage 


Mark  T.  Cummings 
Joe  Craig 
Gavin  Reardon 
William  A.  (Bill)  Wood 
IH.  Thomas  {Tom}  Jarrejf^r. 
Jonathan  G.  (Jon)  Kreider 
Larry  L.  Archie 
Kay  Cash  ion 


J.  Carivena  Foster' 


Pcott  A.  Jones 


Man  W.  Perdue 


Tracy  Lamothe 


Justin  Conrad 


Carolyn  Q.  Coleman 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


UNA 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


22,568 

16,8^ 

140,749 


53^2^ ; 
27,133 


77,494  L 
119,816 


55,501 


115,130 


26,31  iir 


73,795 
9,195 
1 14,546  [ 
12,969 
5,835 
21, 129  [ 
11,195 
15,654 
139,864 


83,3911 


113,758 

139,175 


12,692 

14,119 

14,335 

19,493 


Alston 


DEM 


14,66?!' 


1 1 ,438 
6,882 
64,943 


27,6CS 
1 3,963  [ 


118,521||  52,121| 


39,971| 


52,870 

28,439 

50,399 


13,83?ir 


37,659 1 
5,486 
49,77?ir 


6,183 

3,210 


9,41?!' 


6,126 
7,680  [ 
64,249  [ 
42,674 
50,064 
64,200 


13,939  5,925 

11, 140 1  4,951| 


6,726 

6,494 

7,784 

8,390 


8,^ 


One  Stop 

10,515 

9,265 

71,588 

24,125r 


12,491| 


62,777 
35,415 
63,264  [ 
25,544 
61,232 


11,7111 


34,1fl?ir 


3,485 

61,2211 


6,559 

2,490 

10^924 

4,715r 


7,551 


71,441| 


38,422  L 

60,22* 

70,776 

7,688 

5,749 

5,620 

7,0® 

6,190 
1 0,822  [ 

6,125 


Abs  Mail 
598  [ 

636 

3,899 


1,451 


639 

3,339 

2,030 


Provisional 

40 

319 

46 

40 

284 

78 


3,391 


1,474 

3,209 

724 


1,9511 


204 

3,259 

208 

108[ 

749 


HE 


393 

3,856 

2,2011 


3,190 

3,892 

299  [ 

406 

340 

528 

349 


251| 


275 


2911 

50 

290 

33 

72 

20 

283 

19 


39 

24 

318 

88 

280 

308 


34 

6 

15 

12 

30 

43 
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County  Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


GUILFORD  0UILFORD  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  AT-LARGE  |  Winston  McGregor 

DEM 

118,477  52,563  62,3321  3,29?|  28§ 

Marc  W.  Ridgill 

REP 

78,322  40,266!  35,8911  2,077 

BUILFORD  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  2  |  Anita  Sharpe 

REP 

1  12,691|  6,602  5,738  344 

Oreg  Drumwright  | 

DEM 

11,277  5,1 50 1  5,691|  403  33 

BUILFORD  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  4  |  Linda  Welborn  I 

REP 

1  15,661|  8,859  6,439  349  14 

Desiree  Best 

DEM 

14,538!  6,2171  7,949  350  22 

BUILFORD  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  6  |  Khem  Denise  Irby 

DEM 

14,434  5,590  8,290  529  25 

jWes  Cashwell 

REP 

13,849  6,368  7,058 1  40|  16 

BUILFORD  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  8  |  Deena  Hayes 

DEM 

15,21 9 1  8,491|  6,375  3061  4| 

BUILFORD  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT  |  Lisa  Johnson-Tonkins  | 

DEM 

1  140,3611  64,738  71,458  3,849  316 

BUILFORD  COUNTY  SHERIFF  |  panny  Rogers  | 

DEM 

105,165  46,013  55,994  2,883  275 

pj  Barnes  I 

REP 

94,536 1  48,391|  43,490  2,559  96 

BUILFORD  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT  TOBY  POE  (Write-In)  _ 

1  Til  3  8  0  0 

iUPERVISOR 

SlMfaucette  31,115!  15,9371  14,378  752  48 


Josh  Mgers  37,908  19,342  1 7,522 1  99?i|  4f| 

JULIE  HIGGINS  (Write-In)  \f.T-  1^]~  ”77*7"  ^  8  0  Oi 

Mrk  Perkins  30,079!  14.38n|  14,951|  676  65 

SEAN  MURPHY  (Write-In)  6  6  0  0 

MichaelA.  Washington  7|  14,245  18,984  875  70 

ALEXANDER  DUEHRING  5  0  5  0  0 


(Write-In)  ^ 

Anna  Gerringer  Amoriello  ^ 

JASON  GAERTNER  ■ 

(Write-In)  | 

Lewis  A.  Brandon  III  "M 

CODY  HARRELL  (Write-In)  ~ 
Andrew  J.  (Andy)  Courts,  JrjB 
RYAN  PERRY  (Write-In)^- M 
pave  Crawford 

TODD  RUSH  (Write-In) 

TIM  HOLT  (Write-In) 

Gay  Dillard 

BRANSON  RIVES 
(Write-In) 


51,509 

6 


25,740 

5[ 


23,920 


1 


1,734 

0 


115 

0 

54 

0 

43 
0 

44 
0 
0 

26 

0 
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County 

GUILFORD 


HALIFAX 


Contest 


Choice 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


SUILFORD  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
jUPERVISOR 


PlTY  OF  ARCHDALE  MAYOR 


City  of  archdale  city  council  at-large~ 


City  of  archdale  city  council  ward  i 


City  of  archdale  city  council  ward  4 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisfT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


M/OCIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


[TOWN  OF  SUMMERFIELD  REFERENDUM  1 


[TOWN  OF  SUMMERFIELD  REFERENDUM  2 


Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  oT 


NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  04 


CAVID  OWENS  (Wrlte-InT" 

MASON  POWELL  (Write-In) 
JOEY  UPPER  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


One  Stop 
0 


Bert  L.  Stone 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


ilohn  A.  Glass 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
Larry  Warlick 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


l^wis  W.  Dorsett 


^chard  Scott 

ilesse  Shearin 


Abs  Mail 
0 


Provisional 

0 
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County 


Contest 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  027~ 

District  attorney  district  07 

Nc  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEATT 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


HALIFAX  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
AT-LARGE 


HALIFAX  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT 

HALIFAX  COUNTY  SHERIFF 

HALIFAX  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
SUPERVISOR 


Weldon  city  schools  board  of  education 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisTT 


Choice 

I  Michael  FI.  Wray 
Raymond  (Ray)  Dyer 


Party 


]  Nalerie  Mitchell  Asbell 


]  Barbara  Jackson 


Christopher  (Chris)  Angiin 
Anita  Earis 
1  Andrew  T.  Heath 


ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


]  ilefferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Aiice  Ray 


]  Chuck  Kitchen 


Michaei  Monaco,  ^ 


Aliegra  Katherine  Coiiins 

Opheiia  Gouid-Fiason 
(Write-in) 

J.  Rives  Manning,  Jr. 


Patrick  Ouaiis 


John  R.  Whichard~ 


Vernon  J.  Bryant 


Write-In  (Misceiianeous) 


)  Becky  Spragins 
I  Wes  Tripp 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LiB 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


Frederick  Dunn 


Wayne  Short 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 

]  Latoya  Howard  (Write-In) 
Tiffany  Hale 
[Edith  E.  Jenkins 

James  (Tank)  Williams 
[Tanya  Byrd-Robinson 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Total  Votes 

12,036 


4,9g?| 


14,701 


3,873 


2,6il 


10,241 


6,5741 


10,624 

4,790 

10,340 

1,788 


6,381 


294 
1 0,452  [ 
4,805 


Election  Day 

7,902  [ 
3,663  [ 
9,844 
2,829 
1,968 
6,445 
4,898  [ 
6,686 
3,600 
6,490 
1,282 
4,763 
211 


9,331| 


8,846 1 
3,579 
9,733 


15,401| 


15,691 


]E^ 


9,739 

11,035 
162 
355 
1 ,340  [ 
1,296 
1,489 
1.354[ 
73 
8,184 


6,5611  r 


2,610 

6,499 

6,121 


2,620 
6,644 
56  [ 
10,342 
10,594 
6,525 

7,373 

98 

172 


721 


668 

726 


40 

6,076 


One  Stop 

3,931 


1,261| 


4,646 

994 

608 

3,6i2r 


1,591| 


3,742  L 
1,134 
3,663 
473  [ 
1,544 
75 


3,691 


2,140 

2,679  [ 
2,569 
892 
2,928 


Ti] 


4,815 

4,860 

3,035 

.3,47.f 

55 

180 

586 

596 

726 

631 


33 

T,974 


Abs  Mail 
149 
60 
164 
44 
26 


3 


68 


45  [ 
144 


Till 


126 

58 

130[ 

6[ 

188 

192[ 

142[ 

154 

5 

.2[ 
30 
30  . 

33 

26 

0 

105 


Provisional 

48 

13: 

53 

6 

12 

43 


64 

5 

150 

38  r 


45 


Til 


43 
6 

16 

t 

44 

Jl 


32 

24 

9 


13 


56 


Jl 


34 

4 


3 

3 

.2 

4 
4 
0 

30 


NORTH  CAROLINA  STATE  BOARD  OF  ELECTIONS 


November  06,  2018  General  Statewide  Election  Results  by  County 


Tuesday,  November  27,  2018 
Page  82  of  1 95 


County 

HALIFAX 


HARNETT 


Contest 

Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Us  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  oT 


Choice 

Against 


Party 


Total  Votes 

8,885 
I  8,455 
8,568 


Election  Day 

5,419 
6,225 
5,220 
5,68t 
5,750  [ 

5,6811  r 


One  Stop 

3,329 

2,095 

3,209 

1,878 


3,3911 


1,78?| 


Against 
George  Holding 


rpEPii 


21,051 


5,810 

2,793 

8,489  [ 

3,389 

7,896 

9,190 


3,533  L 
948 


4,331| 


1,185 
4,093 
1 1 ,020 


Abs  Mail 

110[ 

106 
110 
99  [ 
115[ 
83 
1371 


53 

163 

60 

155 

672 


Provisional 

2? 

29 

29 

271 

31| 

20 

36 

16 

43 

24 

34 

175 


ileff  Matemu  | 

LIB 

1,0101  5171  446  34  13 

Unda  Coleman  | 

DEM 

13,408  5,023  7,756  488 1  141] 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  12  |  Uean  Sivoll  | 

DEM 

1  13,691|  5,1571  7,890  500  144 

Jim  Burgin 

REP 

21,6151  9,481|  11,268  685 1  Tsi] 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  028  |  Jimmie  M.  Massengill 

DEM 

668!  3^  312  15  4 

Walt  Rabon 

LIB 

55  36  18|  1|  0 

Larry  C.  Strickland 

REP 

912  566 1  ^1  ill  4 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  051  |  Lsa  D.  Mathis  | 

DEM 

3,004  958  1,893  133  20 

ilohn  Sauls  | 

REP 

3,354  1,308  1,896  130  20 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  053  |  Bavid  Lewis  | 

REP 

1  17,201|  7,558  8,950  543  150 

Richard  Chapman 

DEM 

10,108  3,894  5,746  349  119 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

15,603  6,856  8,144  478  125 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

1  518^  2,612  3,034  194|  ^ 

jl^ita  Earls 

DEM 

13,5511  5,072  7,844  499  142 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

21,174|  9,341|  10,992  663  178 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  | 

DEM 

13,816  5,185  7,978  509  144 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Hefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

16,5551  7,3271  8,626  4651  isl 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

13,201  4,955  7,636.  472  144 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

5,0871  2,192  2,632  220  43 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  (Shuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

20,090  8,782  10,528  615  165 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

1,533|  8^  666 1  4|  19 
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County 

HARNETT 


Contest 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


Choice 


Party 


]  Mlegra  Katherine  Collins 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  11  SEATT 


]  icy  Jones^ 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  11  SEATy 


Addie  Rawls 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  11  SEATT 


]  ICaron  Stewart 


HARNETT  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  1 


HARNETT  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  2 

ft^ETTCOUNTYBOARDOF^UCATioKDIS^^^ 

HARNETT  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  3 

HARNETT  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  5 
HARNETT  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT 
HARNETT  COUNTY  SHERIFF 


Barbara  McKoy 
lieNssa  Dos  Santos 


[Rodney  Johnson 


Abe  Elmore 
Nivian  Bennett 


L.  A.  Durante 


jason  Lemons 


Qavid  Tillman 


Don  Godfrey 


Marsha  L.  Johnson 


Wayne  Coats 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


Total  Votes 

13,409 
24,118 
20,644 
23,888 ' 


Election  Day 

4,962 

10,598 

8,350 


10,47^ 


3,8411 


1,4871 


2,179 

2,692 

4,7391 


888 
1 ,038  [ 

2,0571 


One  Stop 

7,803 

12,500 

11,353[ 

12,398 

2.205 

1.206 
1,521 


3,84711 


2,182 


4,351| 


878 
1 ,889  i 


2,494 

2,196 

1,219 


2,281 


2,3371  r 


4,299 

22,913 

21,654 


J,624 

9,238 

9,506 


IHatfg  Ennis 


JLDEM  J~ 


13,726 


5,171| 


1,230 
2,464 
12,676 
1 1 ,259 
7,938 


Roddy  Ray 
Jeff  Turlington 
Jeffrey  A.  Autry 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisfT 


]E^ 


Against 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


]EoL 


maximum  income  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Against 

Against 


Neouire  photo  id  to  vote 


]E^ 


Against 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


]E^ 


Against 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


]Eor 


Abs  Mail 
504 

820 


~74i] 


820 

106 

70 

98 

170 
106 
70 
134[ 
89  [ 
182 
789 
710 
468 


Provisional 

140 

200 

200 

196 

49 

15 

29 

18 

48 

15 

4il 


29 

210 

179 

149 


HARNETT  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 

[Erica  Galllon 

U,795 

6,583 

7,565 1 

53il 

116 

SUPERVISOR 
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County  Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 

Against 

18,664  7,4351  10,511|  577 1  141| 

HAYWOOD  Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  1 1  I  Clifton  B.  Ingram,  Jr.  |  LIB  |  542  318  216  8  0 

Mark  Meadows 

REP 

14,712  6,728  7,744  234  6 

Phillip  G.  Price 

DEM 

9,968  3,330  6,398 1  2^  3 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  50  I  Bobby  Kuppers 

DEM 

10,372  3,534  6,586  248  4 

Him  Davis  I 

REP 

14,718  6,775  7,710  228  5 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  118  |  Michele  D.  Presnell  | 

REP 

8,958  4,075  4,740  139  4 

Rhonda  Cole  Schandevel 

DEM 

6,525  2,429  3,953.  1421  il 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  119  |  Hoe  Sam  Oueen  I 

DEM 

1  5,101|  1,804  3,180  113  4 

Mike  Clampitt  J 

REP 

4,529  2,019  2,430  80  0 

District  attorney  district  43  I  Ashley  H.  Welch 

REP 

18,578  8,210  10,040  322  6 

No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  I 

REP 

1  9,3SJ  4,0311  5,202  146  2 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

5,2091  2,6111  2,509  80  3 

toita  Earls 

DEM 

9,998  3,375  6,3^  238  3 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  I  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

13,9691  6,3671  7,369  228  5 

Hohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

1  10,591  3,664  6,690  239  4 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Hefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

9,366  4,164  5,064 1  13?  |  il 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

i  9,74?  3,251|  6,263  229  4 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

1  5,21 1|  2,475  2,640  92  4 

No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

13,296  5,976  7,104|  ^  5 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

1,219  696  505  18  0 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

9,952  3,302  6,410  236  4 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30B  SEAT  1  |  Bradley  B.  Letts 

DEM 

9,5661  3,96?  5,42?  |  iTill  il 

Hark  Melrose 

DEM 

9,318  3,746  5,378  183  6 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30  SEAT  1  I  Donna  Forga 

REP 

1 8,609 1  8,251|  10,039  313  6 

No  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30  SEAT  2  I  Leo  J.  Phillips 

REP 

5,700  2,646  2,952  100  2 

Kristina  L.  Earwood  | 

REP 

14,186  6,022  7,925  234  5 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30  SEAT  3  I  Roy  Wiiewlckrama 

DEM 

17,1201  6,93?  9,84?  3281  ■ 

HAYWOOD  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  I  J.W.  (Kirk)  Kirkpatrick  III 

DEM 

11,972  4,305 1  7,41 1|  253  3 

Tommy  Long 

REP 

12,963  5,918  6,826  215  4 

Mark  Pless 

REP 

1  11,38?  5,133  6,050  200  4 

Michael  T.  Sorrells  1 

DEM 

11,344  4,060  7,025  255  4 

Phillip  Coker  Wight 

REP 

10,311  4,549  5,572  190  3 

NORTH  CAROLINA  STATE  BOARD  OF  ELECTIONS 


November  06,  2018  General  Statewide  Election  Results  by  County 


Tuesday,  November  27,  2018 
Page  85  of  1 95 


County 

HAYWOOD 


Contest 

HKywood  county  board  of  commissioned 

Haywood  county  clerk  of  superior  cou^ 

Haywood  county  register  of  deeds 

HAYWOOD  COUNTY  SHERIFF 
HAYWOOD  COUNTY  TAX  COLLECTOR 


HAYWOOD  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCAtlON  BETHEL 

District _ 


Choice 

]  Banny  E.  Davis 

]  Hunter  Plemmons 

]  Sherri  C.  Rogers 
]  flreg  Christopher 

]  pke  Matthews  

Greg  West 
Larry  D.  Henson 


Party 

11  DEM 

II  DEM 

I  DEM 
1|  DEM 


REP 


Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 

10,9161  3,8371  6,828  248  3 

17,526  7,134  10,064  322  6 

17.808  7.3451  10,111|  346  6 

19,884  8,123  11,376  37811  1 

11.808  5,344  6,2621  197|  5 

12,8781  4,7811  7,816  277.  4 

17,668  7,550  9,833  280  5 


Write-In  (Misceiianeous)  B  ^  13^1  6T|  68  2  0 


HAYWOOD  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  CLYDE 

1  James  M.  fJimmv)  Rooers 

H  12.924 

Mil 

7,310l 

ilil 

6 

PISTRICT 

HAYWOOD  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATiON 
BRABTREE-iRONDUFF  DiSTRiCT 


HAYWOOD  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATiON  FiNES^ 

bREEK  DiSTRiCT 


Jonathan  Rowianri  5Aj4  2,444  2,929  1001  1| 

Write-In  (Misceiianeous^^^B  54  25  26 

Bobby  Rogers  16,9391  7,4271  9,244 1  26l|^^^^M 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous)  B  73  38  32  3  0 

Steven  Kirkpatrick  17123^  7,419  9,5421  27l|  5 


Write-In  {Miscellaneous)^^^B  ^  70 1  31ir  311  2  0 


HAYWOOD  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 

Pavid  Burnette 

17,086 

73^1 

94^1 

5 

BEAVERDAM  DISTRICT  (UNEX) 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous)  |  58  2T|  30 1  1|  0 


HAYWOOD  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 

1  Charles  Bovd  H 

15,3611 

6,638 

8,453 

275 1 

1| 

SUPERVISOR 

HAYWOOD  COUNTY  -  JUNALUSKA  SANITARY  DISTRICT 
BOARD  MEMBER _ _ 


Robert  A.  (Bob)  Cathey 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous)__^ 
!  Jim  H.  Francis,  Jr. 


14,724 

ion 

1,010 


5,975 

52 

395 


8,495  250 

54|  1| 

6041  Til 


4 

0 

0 


pan  McCracken  1,0191  391|  616  12  0 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous)””^!  2  16  0  0 

TOYWO^'ODUI^’S^A^E'VALrEYSAN^^^  |  Jack  Leatherwood,  Jr.  2,0501  78711  1,1  OH  66  0 

PiSTRICT  BOARD  MEMBE _ I 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisTT 

Strengthening  victims  rights~ 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


]EZ 


Against 


]E^ 


Against 


2 

7,183 

3,103 

6,920 

3,208 


6  2  0 

8,043  |  261|  8 

6,148  193  0 


6,002  176|IB^^ 
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County 

HAYWOOD 


Henderson 


Contest 

yAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  election 


]US  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  lT 


No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  48 


No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  11^" 


No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  iTT 


PISTRICT  ATTORNEY  DISTRICT  42~ 


No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


Choice 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 


Phuck  Kitchen 


Total  Votes 


Election  Day 

6,763 


Tuesday,  November  27,  2018 
Page  86  of  1 95 

Provisional 
6 


E 


ENDERSON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
ilSTRICT  1 


s 

m 


ENDERSON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  3 


Bfichael  Monaco,  Sr. 
Allegra  Katherine  Collins 
Patricia  (Pat)  Sheley 

Michael  Edney 
William  G.  Lapsley 
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County 

Contest 

Choice 

Party 

Total  Votes 

Election  Day 

One  Stop 

Abs  Mail 

Provisional 

Henderson 

[Henderson  county  board  of  commissioners 

(febecca  McCall 

[[  REP  [ 

34,478 

16,479 

16,845 

1,074 

80 

District  4 

Henderson  county  clerk  of  superior  court 

Kim  Gasperson-Justice 

1  REP  [ 

35,105 

16,718 

17,209 

1,099 

79 

Henderson  county  register  of  deeds 


Henderson  county  sheriff 


Henderson  county  board  of  education" 


HENDERSON  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 
DISTRICT  SUPERVISOR 


]  Lee  Kina 


]  l^well  Griffin 


]  Amy  Lynn  Holt 
Erwin  Bazzle  (Write-In) 
[Randy  Ward 

Ted  Beddingfield 
Dot  R.  Case 
Stacey  Caskey 
[jay  Egolf 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


ilerred  NliT 


26,539 


12,408 


17,009 

17,701 

12,518 

0 

3,150 
8,262 
1 0,826  [ 
9,652 
1 1 ,749 
203 
13,122 


1,102 
1,139 
836  [ 

0 

250 

529 


~72i] 


766 

694 

10[ 

949 


77 

78 


51 


0 

13 

36 

40 

34 

35 


60 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish  ~ 

Strengthening  victims  rights  ~ 

MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 

Require  photo  id  to  vote  ~ 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission  ~ 

Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  elections 

Hertford  |  gs  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  01 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  01 

N  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  Op's 


Against 

]  Roger  W.  Allison 
8.  K.  Butterfield 

]  D.  Cole  Phelps 
Bob  Steinburg 


]  [Howard  J.  Hunter 
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County  Contest 


Hertford" 


Choice 


]NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  00^ 


]  fillip  Smith 


biSTRICT  ATTORNEY  DISTRICT  07~ 


No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


HERTFORD  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
BISTRICT  1 


HERTFORD  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
BISTRICT  2 


Hertford  county  clerk  of  superior  court 

Hertford  county  sheriff 

Hertford  county  board  of  education 


m 


ERTFORD  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 
(STRICT  SUPERVISOR 


]  ^felerie  Mitchell  Asbell 


]  Barbara  Jackson 


Christopher  (Chris)  Angiin 
Anita  Earis 
1  Andrew  T.  Fleath 


ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


]  ilefferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Aiice  Ray 


]  Chuck  Kitchen 


Michaei  Monaco,  SrT 


Aliegra  Katherine  Coiiins 
Leroy  Dougias 

Donaid  Kirkiand 

Andre  M.  Lassiter 
Bcott  W.  Outiaw 

]  Shiriey  Gatiing  Johnson 
]  Dexter  FI  ayes 
B-  Brian  Lassiter 

]  Ray  Faircioth,  Jr. 

Margo  Reynoids  Floward 
Mitch  Keily 
|F.  Garry  Lewter 
Bheiia  J.  Porter 

Kim  A.  Saunders 

[lames  W.  Shearn 

Bonya  Thomas  Ashe 

Dennis  M.  Deioatch 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Party 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 
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Total  Votes 


1,991| 


7,112 
1,553[ 
869 
5,135 
2,319[ 
5,2l|  [ 
1,640 
5,126 


Election  Day 

1,466[ 

4,458 


One  Stop 


Abs  Mail 


"T^r 


2,20S[ 
179 
5,155 
6,034 1 


1,0511 


[limmy  Mason 


bavid  Simons 


51' 


2,548 


i.i3iir 


638 

3,042 


1,7011 


3,091| 


1,225 

3,039 


1,6211 


116 

3,054 

3,701 


788 


220 
2,005 
598  [ 
2,029 
403  [ 
2,002 
235 
563  [ 
58 
2,015 
2,224 

2511 


Provisional 

Til  3: 

96  10 

141  1] 

9  2 

78 

Jl 


84 


11 


75 

i4r 


sL 

76 

92  r 


10 

3 

10 


10 


10 


33 
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RokT 


Contest 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


]US  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  oT 


Choice 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


[Frank  McNeill  | 

DEM 

7,874  2,930  4,774  144  26 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  21  |  Timothy  Leever  ' 

REP 

4,853  2,382  2,380  70  [  2i[ 

Ren  Clark  | 

DEM 

8,1461  3,0271  4,945  [  14f|[  2| 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  048  |  Garland  E.  Pierce 

DEM 

8,249  3,0701  4,99l|  150  32 

Russell  Walker  I 

REP 

4,654  2,288  2,285  65  16 

No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

3,299  1,5701  1,66|[  4i[[  ^ 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

1,904|  9^  918  32  3 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

7,5811  2,796  4,625  143  23 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

5,063  2,462  2,509  69  23 

llohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

7,613  2,819  4,623[  4^  24 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  [ 

REP 

3,624 1  1,7571  1,798  56  13 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

7,375l  2,71 1|  4,51 1|  132[  ^ 

Sandra  Alice  Ray  [ 

REP 

1,624|  7^[  ^  13 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  [Chuck  Kitchen  [ 

REP 

4,640  2,225  2,332  [  ^  16 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

696  375 1  3^  12  8 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

7,384  2,708  4,516  138  22 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  19D  SEAT  1  |  Michael  (Mike)  Stone 

REP 

5,188  2,5021  2,581|  80  25 

Gregory  B.  Thompson 

DEM 

7,766 1  2,881|  4,729  135[  ^ 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  19D  SEAT  1  |  Warren  McSweeney 

REP 

1  6,941|  3,319 1  3,471|  119  32 
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HYDE 


Choice 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


One  Stop 


Abs  Mail 


Hoke  county  board  of  education 


I  Della  Maynor 
Willie  McCasklll,  Jr 


i 


lOKE  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
lUPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish" 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


maximum  INCOME  tax  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Us  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  0~3~ 


Provisional 


Hoke  I  No  district  court  judge  district  19D  seat  2  1  Brian  Godfrey  I 

REP 

2,174  1,183  949  31  10 

Regina  M.  Joe 

DEM 

1  8,51 1|  3,162  5,168  154|  ^ 

Steve  BIbey 

REP 

2,253  1,020  1,195  28  10 

Hoke  county  board  of  commissioners  |  Bavid  Frump  i 

REP 

5,0851  14^  2,573  83  22 

pony  Hunt  I 

DEM 

7,078  2,6^  4,268  125  23 

Cliff  Overby 

REP 

4,615  2,203 1  2,321||  Til  20 

IHajlY  Southerland 

DEM 

7,138  2,596  4,395  123  24 

Allen  Thomas,  Jr.  1 

DEM 

8,2231  3,1 1|  4,933  143  30 

Hoke  county  clerk  of  superior  court  I  lEveHs  M.  McLeod  ! 

DEM 

10,228  4,103  5,910  171  43 

Hoke  county  coroner  1  G.  Franklin  Grumpier 

DEM 

10,175  4,143l  5,81 1|  180|  41] 

Hoke  county  sheriff  |  Hubert  A.  Peterkin  ^  ||  DEM  |  10,915|  4,451|  6,238  181  44 
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County 


Contest 


Choice 


NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  01  |  D.  Cole  Phelps 

Bob  Steinburg 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  006  |  Bobby  Hanig 

Tess  Judge 

District  attorney  district  02  I  Seth  Edwards 

gc  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  1  Barbara  Jackson  ~ 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
Anita  Earls 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Uefferson  G.  Griffin 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Itandra  Alice  Ray 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  phuck  Kitchen 

Ifichael  Monaco,  Sr. 


Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  02  SEAT  1  |  Sayland  J .jeriTOnj^r 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  02  SEAT  1  |  ftarah  A.  Homes 


Darrell  B.  Cayton,  Jr. 


]  ^gina  R.  Parker 


Michael  (Shannon)  Swindell 
Ken  Collier 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  02  SEAf2~ 


lYDE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
URRITUCK  TOWNSHIP 


James  (Little  Brother) 
Topping 

CHRIS  WILLIAMS 
(Write-In) 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 

Hyde  county  board  of  education  at-large  |  (.Indsey  Mooney 

Myra  Chandler 
Meta  Cox 


HYDE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  SWAN 
QUARTER  TOWNSHIP _ 


Hyde  county  board  of  education  ocracoke 

DISTRICT _ 

Hyde  county  clerk  of  superior  court 


Angela  Todd 
Brandy  C.  Pugh 


Hyde  county  register  of  deeds 


IE.  Merita  Lewis-Spencer 


Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day 


I  DEM  II  961|  659 

I  REP  I  976  754 

II  REP  I  ^  __  924  705 

I  DEM  I  1,0131  7071 

II  DEM  I  1 ,459  1 ,053 

II  REP  I  629  489 

I  REP  I  37f  272 

I  DEM  I  838  i  5771 

I  REP  I  966  729 

II  DEM  I  859  594 

II  REP  r  774  583: 

I  DEM  I  8081  55 1| 

1|  REP  I  239  186 

II  REP  I  906  690 

II  LIB  I  82  59 

I  DEM  II  8171  558 

i|  DEM  IP  1,441|  1,042 

II  REP  IP  86II  665 

I  DEM  I  1,035  715 

II  DEM  II  1,40?!  1,013 

I  UNA  I  1 ,309  951] 

II  REP  I  492  366 

I  DEM  I  896  626 

I  7811 1  5971 

28 l4 

1|  DEM  I  955  675 

I  DEM  I  773  526 

II  REP  I  1,055  799 

I  DEM  I  1,395 1  1,001| 

I  DEM  I  1,649  1,200 

I  DEM  I  1,635  "  1,183 


One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 

268 1 

196|  ~11  W  9 

194  16  9 

270 

362  331  Til 

1221 

88  9  4 

233  22  6 

208  18|  ~n\ 

236  24  5 

166  16  9 

230  22  5 

50  31  ^ 

190  15|  ~T\\ 

19  4  0 

2321  6 

351  30  12 

170  18  8 

351|  I  3l1 

3171  29  ri| 

111|  9  6 

239 

169  13  8 

8  51  1| 

254|  ^H5 

228  18^  10 

349  36  9 

400  36  13 

“7402  391  Til 
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County 

HYDE 


Contest 

Hyde  county  sheru^ 


Party 


]  Larry  Weston 


UNA 


Carl  (Quire)  Cahoon 


1 


lYDE  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
lUPERVISOR 


HYDE  COUNTY  -  ENGELHARD  SANITARY  DISTRICT 
lUPERVISOR 


E 

i 


lYDE  COUNTY  -  OCRACOKE  SANITARY  DISTRICT 
lUPERVISOR 


HYDE  COUNTY  -  SWAN  QUARTER  SANITARY  DISTRICT 
jUPERVISOR _ 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish" 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 

Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Paren  Hubers 


WILLIE  SHAW  (Write-In 
J.W.  Spencer 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
BEADIE  GIBBS  (Write-In) 


feharles  Gibbs,  Jr. 

Tommy  Etheridge 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous 
Ronnie  T.  O'Neal 

iFlavia  Burton 

William  Caswell 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
Jeffrey  Stotesberry 

Seldon  Taylor 
tf.C.  Williams 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous' 


Against 


Against 


Iredell 


]US  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  lT 


Against 

]  Patrick  McHenry 


Total  Votes 

369 

1,545 
I  1,028 

I  18 

I  1.31i 

6 


Election  Day 

296 
1,1  Of 
749 

16, 

95S 

26 

6 


One  Stop 
60 

399 

243 

_  "'2 

319 

0 


Abs  Mail 
8 

34 


0 

32 

4 

0 


Provisional 

5 
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County  Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


Iredell  I  Us  house  of  representatives  district  1 0  I  Bavld  Wilson  Brown  i 

DEM 

713  2451  4311  30|  l| 

Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  13  1  Kathy  Manning 

DEM 

1  21,681|  8,639  11,883  1,113  46 

Tom  Bailsif  1 

LIB 

1,311  813  464  35|  il 

[Ted  Budd  | 

REP 

38,9561  18,891  18,855  1,136  68 

iRobert  Corriher  I 

GRE 

599  364  216  19  0 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  34  |  Seniah  McMiller  I 

DEM 

1  21,21 1|  8,4571  11,629  1,079  46 

Vickie  Sawyer 

REP 

44,009  21,388  21,225  1,322  74 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DiSTRiCT  084  |  Rena  W.  Turner  I 

REP 

20,483  11,305  8,656  494  28 

^len  R.  Edwards  1 

DEM 

9,246  3,91t  4,954  360  20 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  095  |  Barla  Fassbender  I 

DEM 

12,670  4,912  6,980  759  19 

llohn  A.  Fraley  | 

REP 

22,593  9,654  12,1251  771|  43 

No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  iarbara  Jackson  I 

REP 

1  26,651|  12,446  13,335  834  36 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

15,829  8,133  7,232  429  35 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

21,753  8,716  11,869  1,120  48 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  I  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

42,156  20,435  20,415  1,234  72 

llohn  S.  Arrowood  1 

DEM 

22,2021  8,9471  12,061|  1,146  48 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Hefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

27,746  13,260  13,635  803  48 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

20,666  8,1481  11,42T||  1,051|  40 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

14,759  7,389  6,866  474  30 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  I 

REP 

40,5231  19,481|  19,802  1,177  63 

yichael  Monaco,  Sr.  j 

LIB 

2,923  1,675  1,144  96  8 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

20,8441  8,1371  11,565  1,095l  4| 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  22A  SEAT  1  |  SJarole  A.  Hicks  I 

REP 

17,018  8,259  8,235  493|  31] 

Brantley  Ostwalt 

REP 

11,6971  6,165  5,218  294  20 

W.  Carey  Parker 

DEM 

16,458 1  6,591|  8,876 1  ^  30 

Rob  Young 

REP 

1  12,651|  5,5951  6, 6171  422  i  i| 

Daryl  G.  Davidson,  Sr. 

UNA 

1  6,1  111  2,5751  3,3511  1^  18 

llREDELL  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  I  Gene  Houpe 

REP 

40,204  19,098  1 9,492 1  1,551|  63 

fteth  Pardue  Kendall  I 

DEM 

1  24,881|  10,4061  13,2071  1,219  49 

James  Mallory 

REP 

42,506  20,356  20,722  1,359  69 

Marvin  Norman  1 

REP 

1  41,3171  19,573  20,370 1  1,311|  63 

llREDELL  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT  |  Him  Mixson  | 

REP 

50,313  24,212  24,366  1,645  90 

llREDELL  COUNTY  REGISTER  OF  DEEDS  I  Ron  Wyatt 

REP 

50,1531  24,1271  24,250  1,683  93 
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Jackson 


Choice 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


One  Stop 


Abs  Mail 


IREDELL  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
lUPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish" 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


REDELL  COUNTY  LOCAL  SALES  AND  USE  TAX 


]US  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  lT 


NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  50 


Against 


Against 
]  Clifton  B.  Ingram,  Jr. 
Sajk  Meadows 
Phillip  G.  Price 
]  Bobby  Kuppers 
Jim  Davi¥ 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  119~ 


]  Joe  Sam  Queen 


Provisional 


Iredell  I  Iredell  county  sheriff  I  Barren  E.  Campbell  ||  rep  I  52,818|  25,251|  25,759  1,711  96 

IREDELL-STATESVILLE  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF 

EDUCATION  DISTRICT  1 

Max  Ralston  James,  Jr.  ||  DEM  ||  1,99l|  1,22l|  684  86  0 

Ken  Poindexter  |  REP  |  4,512|  3,131|  1,308  69  4 

^EDELL-STATESVILLE  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF 

EDUCATION  DISTRICT  3 

Sam  Kennington  i|  REP  |  5,248 1  2,301|  2,789  152  6 

^EDELL-STATESVILLE  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF 

EDUCATION  DISTRICT  5 

Martin  Page  |  REP  |  7,750  3,485  3,900  344 1  2^ 

^EDELL-STATESVILLE  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF 

EDUCATION  DISTRICT  7 

ttchard  Todd  Carver  1|  REP  ||  6,04 1|  1,9751  3,8011 
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County 


Contest 


Choice 


Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


MikeClampitt  |  REP  |  6,899  2,978  3,759  103 

District  attorney  district  43  |  Ashley  H.  Welch  I  REP  I  10,135  4,038  5,853  166 

Nc  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  ||  REP  |  5,128  2,180  2,834  74 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin  |  REP  |  2,3951  1,05^  1,284  33  [ 

^itajarii  )  DEM  |  7,3l4l  2,05?!  5,039  164 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath  |  REP  |  7,119  3,073  3,892 1  101| 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  ||  DEM~1  7,6gg  2,204  ’  |  171] 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Uefferson  G.  Griffin  If  REP  |  5,125  2,230  2,779  69 [ 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson  |  DEM  |  7,140 1  1,97l|  4,949 1  167| 

Bandra  Alice  Ray  ||  REP  |  2,449  1,030  1,369  36 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  If  REP  |  6,734  2,882  3,702  100 

ilichael  Monaco,  Sr.  ||  LIB  |  834 1  37T|  439  5 

Wiegra  Katherine  Collins  ||  DEM  f  7,173|  1,981|  4,976  165[ 

Nc  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30B  SEAT  1  |  Bradley  B.  Letts  |  DEM  |  "  *T,43i  2,609  4,676  102 

Hark  Melrose  ||  DEM  |  4,802  1,674  2,972 1  10?| 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30  SEAT  1  |  Donna  Forga  |  REP  |  10,015  4,004  5,765  162 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30  SEAT  2  |  Leo  J.  Phillips  If  REP  |  3,405  1.459  1,859  55 

Kristina  L.  Earwood  ||  REP~1  7,832  2,953  4,693 1  12T| 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30  SEAT  3  I  Roy  Wiiewickrama  |  DEM  |  10,522  3,465  6,779  195 

lACKSON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  I  Ron  Mau  |  REP  |  6,480  2,788 1  3,54 1||  9T| 

CHAIRMAN _ 

Brian  McMahan  ||  DEM  |  8,589  2,604  5,744  179 

lACKSON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  I  Gayle  Woody  |  DEM  |  8,154|  2.41l|  5,513  172 

aiSTRICT  1 _ 

Pharles  R.  Elders  ||  REP~|  6,976  3,015  3,799  105[ 

lACKSON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  Doug  Cody  |  REP  |  6,542  2,790  3,604  99 

DISTRICT  2 


59 
78 
40 

54 

53 

60 

53 
14 
50 
13 

111 

45 

49 

84 

32 

59 

83 

54 

62 

58 

49 


IIACKSON  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COU^ 

Uackson  county  register  of  deeds 

Uackson  county  sheriff 


lACKSON  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
jUPERVISOR _ 


Boyce  T.  Deitz 
1  fen  D.  Melton 


]  iloe  Hamilton 


Doug  Farmer 
Chip  L.  Hall 

adam  bigelow  (Write-In) 
Doug  Parker 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


8,528 

11,789 


11,401| 


6,049 


8,961|| 


2,598 
4,028 
3,896  L 
2,558 
1 2.82^1 


5,686  [ 
7,463 


JZlC 


7,2171 


2|| 

8,875 


3,343 

5,890 

19 


208 

204 

95 

180 

0 


3,349 1 


l4i] 


90 

84 

53 

63 

0 

68 
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County 

Jackson 


Contest 


Choice 


Party 


Johnston" 


JACKSON  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
jUPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


BTRENGTHENING  VICTIMS  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


]US  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  oT 


John  WIttekInd 


Total  Votes 

8,4081 


Election  Day 
2,77J| 


One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 

5, 4161  161|  54 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous 


Against 

George  Holding 


Jeff  Matemu  I 

LIB 

1,413  799  576  28  10 

Linda  Coleman  I 

DEM 

1  18,621|  6,915  10,933  653  120 

Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  07  |  David  W.  Fallin  | 

CST 

323  228 1  ^  4  0 

l^e  Horton 

DEM 

1  5,30 1|  2,9071  2,292  86  16 

David  Rouzer  i 

REP 

1  14,6671  10,2651  4,2471  122  33 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  10  |  Brent  Jackson  | 

REP 

12,144  7,715  4,264  133  32 

Nernon  R.  Moore  I 

DEM 

6,654  3,222  3,244  156  32 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  1 1  |  Mck  Horner  i 

REP 

26,779  13,6131  12,6171  425  124 

IMbert  R.  Pacer  1 

DEM 

17,1171  6,396  10,035  588  98 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  12  |  Jean  Sivoll  | 

DEM 

804  579  205  18'  4 

Jim  Burgin 

REP 

2,6831  2,1271  535  15  6 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  010  |  John  Bell  | 

REP 

2,038  1,554  460  18  6 

Tracy  Blackmon  | 

DEM 

563  352  200  9  2 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  026  |  Donna  McDowell  White 

REP 

22,770  10,839  11,436  379  116 

Linda  Bennett  1 

DEM 

15,283  5,366  9,249  575  93 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  028  |  Jimmie  M.  Massengill 

DEM 

8,705  4,590  3,915 1  1^  33 

Walt  Rabon 

LIB 

615  426  180  8|  1| 

Larry  C.  Strickland 

REP 

16,325  10,649  5,464  173  39 
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County 


Contest 

District  attorney  district  1 3 

Nc  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEATT 


Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  11  SEAfT 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  11  SEAIT 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  11  SEAf^ 


toHNSTON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  3 


toHNSTON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  5 


I^HNSTON 
DISTRICT  7 


COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 


i 


HNSTON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
i|STRICT6fUNEX| 


UOHNSTON  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT 


UOHNSTON  COUNTY  REGISTER  OF  DEEDS 


UOHNSTON  COUNTY  SHERIFF 


UOHNSTON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 


Choice 


Party  Total  Votes 


J  Susan  Doyle 

]  Barbara  Jackson  | 

Christopher  (Chris)  Angiin 
toita  Earis 
]  Andrew  T.  Heath 
Uohn  S.  Arrowood  | 

]  Uefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Aiice  Ray 
]  phuck  Kitchen  | 

Michaei  Monaco,  Sr. ] 

Aliegra  Katherine  Coiiins 
]  Uoy  Jones  | 

]  Addie  Rawis 
]  Caron  Stewart 

Phad  M.  Stewart  | 

Natrick  Harris  | 

R.S.  (Butch)  Lawter,  Jr. 

Dracie  Weiis  Chambiee  | 

[TonsBrasweii  | 

Sicheiie  Creech  Baii _ ] 

]  Craig  Oiive 

]  Bteve  Bizzeii  ^B__| 

]  Butier  Haii 

Paui  Barbour  (Write-in) 

Dorothy  G.  Johnson 
Uohn  Radford 

[Terri  Sessoms 

[Todd  P.  Sutton 

Trade  N.  Zukowski 

Uason  S.  Barbour 


REP 

REP 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

REP 

LiB 

DEM 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

REP 


REP 


REP 


DEM 

REP 


REP 


REP 


49,188 

30.194 
10,900 

24,'I7<^ 

40,569 

24,651 

31,181 

23,382 

10,3471 

39.194 
2,63l 

23,734 

47,202 

36,360 

46,088 

47,455 

46,304 

41,232 

24,190 

47,336 

47,892 
48,732 
50,262 
I  9,46l 

5 

I  23,699 

■  6,449 

■I  3^0,756 
^  26,209 
26,008 
Kj  22  96| 


Election  Day 

27,025 
1 6,594  [ 
6,47^ 
9,985! 
22,838 
1 0,234  [ 
17,553 
9,580 
5.807i 

21,989 

1.56n 

9,709 
26,1 76  [ 
"  17,533 
25,583 
26,315 

25,723 

23,165 

10,060 

26,290 

26,440 

26,743 

27,4811 

5,485 

0 

10,718 
3,686  [ 
15,218 
14,748 
13,8371 

10,1511 


One  Stop 

21,144 

13,071| 

4,215 

13,2871 

17,0Ci[ 

13,501| 

13,086 

12,935 

4,316 

16,506 

1,002 

13,142 

20,051| 

17,744 

19,545 

20,172 

19,610 

17,329 

13,243 

20,080 

20,458 

20,970 

2172|[ 

3,765 

5 

12,256 

2,621| 

347?^ 

1 1 ,006 
1 1 ,633 
1 2,206  [ 


Abs  Mail 
792 
406 
160 
752 
5571 

765 

412 

720 

182 

548 

39 

736 

765 

884 

744 

752 


Provisionai 

2271 

121| 

51| 

150 

171| 

151| 

130 

1471 

42 

151| 

23 

1471 

210 

199 

216 

216 


759  212 

570  168 


734  153 

7491  ^ 


774 
802  [ 
31 

178 

0 

605 

109 

572 

343 

404 

55l 


220 

2l| 

226 

33 

0 

120 

33 

142 

1l2 

134 

59 
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County 

Johnston 


Choice 


Party 


Total  Votes 


~|  Johnston  county  board  of  education  ' 


]  Jimmy  P.  Clapp,  Jr 


Election  Day 

3,366 


One  Stop 

2,350 


Johnston  soil  and  water  conservation  district 

lUPERVISOR 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
John  Michael  Langdon 

Douglas  Lee 
Timmy  Wayne  Strickland 
Doris  Louise  Wallace 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fishT 


Against 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  income  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Ripartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Johnston  county  school  bonds 


Johnston  county  community  college  bonds 


Abs  Mail 
115 


Provisional 

20 


JONES  I  US  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  03  I  SSfalter  B.  Jones 

REP 

3,018  1,8351  1,13111  3111  21| 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  06  I  Joseph  (Joe)  Webb 

DEM 

1,254  666  544  23 1  21| 

|Han)^  Brown  I 

REP 

1  2,571|  1,586  944  26  15 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  013  I  Patricia  (Pat)  McElraft 

REP 

2,570  1,5901  ^  26 1  ^ 

Pene  diMalo  I 

UNA 

835  438  365  19  13 

District  attorney  district  05  I  lEmie  Lee  I 

DEM 

2,583  1,502  1,0191  3l||  3l| 

No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  I 

REP 

1,489  930  535  18  6 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

713  404  292  8  9 

ftlita  Earls 

DEM 

1,548  8661  63f  23  22 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  I  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

1  2,181|  1,321|  82il  23  16 
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County 


Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


ilohn  S.  Arrowood  | 

DEM 

1,570  878  646  25 1  21] 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

1,613  983  599 1  ^  14 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

1  1,51 1|  846 1  6^  23 1  21] 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

55tl  3^  2 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

2,038  1,238  76dH  ^  14 

(lichael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

144|  sill  ^  5|  il 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

1,529 1  8^  624  22  22 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  04  SEAT  1  |  Albert  D.  Kirby,  Jr. 

DEM 

1,589  893  650  24  22 

Henlif  L.  Stevens  IV  | 

REP 

2,166  1,310  818  23  15 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  04  SEAT  1  |  Paul  A.  Hardison  | 

DEM 

2 ,485  1 ,444 1  9^  33 1  2| 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  04  SEAT  2  |  Sarah  C.  Seaton  | 

REP 

2,4321  1,46?|  920  26  19 

JONES  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONER  DISTRICT  1  |  Kyle  Koonce 

REP 

255  103  149  3  0 

Charlie  Dunn,  Jr.  | 

DEM 

385  175  204  5|  1| 

Jones  county  board  of  commissioner  district  2  I  bourtrlna  Dillahunt  Fields 

UNA 

168  112  54|  111  1| 

James  Harper 

DEM 

336  2421  911  i2|^^^h1| 

Jones  county  board  of  commissioner  district  3  I  Zack  Koonce 

DEM 

April  Philyaw/  Aycock 

REP 

399  230  1531  11|  5 

Jones  county  board  of  commissioner  district  a  I  Sondra  Ipock  Riggs 

DEM 

<o 

Cst 

CO 

CM 

GO 

CO, 

JONES  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONER  DISTRICT  5  |  Gena  Metts  Torrence 

UNA 

214  158|  ^  41  il 

iFrank  Emory  | 

REP 

299  225  70  31  1| 

Jones  county  board  of  commissioner  district  6  I  ttke  Haddock  I 

DEM 

309  204  95  5  5 

Harvey  Lee  Rouse,  Jr.  | 

UNA 

159|  ^  66|  ill  il 

Jones  county  board  of  commissioner  district  l  I  Charlie  Gray 

REP 

335  206  1241  il  4 

Nernon  Lee  Harris  I 

DEM 

178  92  84|  111  1| 

JONES  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  |  D.W.  Hamill  | 

UNA 

1 

CO 

CM 

Barry  W.  Jones 

REP 

1,479  9191  20  13 

Myron  P.  Meadows  [ 

DEM 

1,645  890  720  23  12 

Debbie  Philyaw 

DEM 

1,543  915  586  26  16 

Mike  Sutton 

UNA 

1,215  733  463  8|  iil 

Larry  Walston 

REP 

1  1,701|  1,036|  6^1  2il  13 

Angela  Wilson 

DEM 

1,135  606  495  20  14 

Jenny  Davidson  ! 

REP 

I.IOOl  ^  390  19  10 

JONES  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT  |  Chris  Henderson  | 

DEM 

2,8681  1,6SJ|  i,114  36 1  3il 
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County 

Jones 


EH 


Contest 

1  Jones  county  sheriff 

JONES  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
jUPERVISOR _ 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisTT 


Strengthening  victims  rights' 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  elections 


Us  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  06 


No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  12 


No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  0^ 


No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEATT 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


Choice  Party 

]  panny  R.  Heath  ||  REP 

l^obert  Haywood  Davenport^M^^^I 


Total  Votes 

2,866 

I  2,192 


Samuel  D.  Davis  M 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous)  _ 
|For  M 

Against 

|For 

Against 

|For 

Against 

|For 

Against 

|For 

Against 

|For 

Against  | 

B-  Mark  Walker  B 

|Ryan  Watts 
Jean  Sivoll 

Jim  Burgin 
Lisa  D.  Mathis 

John  Sauls 

Barbara  Jackson 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
^|ta  Earls 
Andrew  T.  Heath 
John  S.  Arrowood 

Jefferson  G.  Griffin 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 
Chuck  Kitchen 

^ichaef  JVfonaco,  Sj;. _ 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 


REP 


DEM 

DEM 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

REP 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

REP 

LIB 

DEM 


2,664 

■  1,018 

■  T059 

■  ^6 

■  1,258 

gg  1,359 

■  1 ,370 

■  2,222 

■  1 ,498 

■  2,100 

10,715 

7  8,8lS 

8,795 

10,633 

9,255 

10,353 

7,2111 

3,258 

8,560 

10,346 

8,846 

7,419 

8,396 

3,003 

9,704 

1,09l 

8,340 


Election  Day 

1730[ 

1,312 

1,159 

38 

1,5711 

585 
1 ,556  i 
632 
^T4i4 
7511 

1 ,464 
754 
785 
1,334 
854 
1 ,256  [ 
4,053 
2,661| 
2,665 
4,018 
2,8^ 
3,885 
2,589  ‘ 
1,355 
2,559 
3,9111 

2,649 

2,681| 

2,494 
1 ,256 
3,596 
504 
2,449  [ 


One  Stop 

1,081|[ 

842 


748 

33 

1,023 

416 

1,03lir 

408 
964 
476 
902 
573 
549 
843 
606  [ 
80 1| 

6,494 

5,905 

5,880 

6,452 

6,150[ 

6,296 

.4,5J4 

1,856 

5,766 

6,266 

5,955 

4,622 

5,672 

1,693[ 

5,958 

564 

5,651 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 

31|  24 

25  13 


30  28 

19  6 

28  23 

20  12 

20  16 

29  16 

~^l  1^ 

28  15 

150  18 

213  33 

218:  32 

145  18 

2111  32 

153  19 

20i  3l 


145“  18 

210  ^ 

103  n 

20  3 

2031  ^ 
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County 


Contest 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  1 1  SEAT  1 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  1 1  SEAT  2 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  1 1  SEAT  3 

Lee  county  board  of  commissioners  district  i 

Lee  county  board  of  commissioners  district  2 

Lee  county  board  of  commissioners  district  3 

Lee  county  board  of  commissioners  district  4 

Lee  county  board  of  education 


Lee  county  clerk  of  superior  court 

Lee  county  sheriff 


.EE  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
(UPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisTT 

Strengthening  victims  rights 

M/OOMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 
PEOUIRE  PHOTO  ID  TO  VOTE 


Choice 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 

7,462:  192  26 

7,696 1  24711  3?| 

7,354  195  26 
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County 

ElEI 


Lenoir 


Contest 


Choice 


Party 


] Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


]US  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  oT 


No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  07 


No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  6T2~ 


District  attorney  district  09~ 


No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


No  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  08  SEATT 


For 


Total  Votes 

7,209 


Election  Day 

2,622 


One  Stop 

4,446 


Against 


For 


Against 


Walter  B.  Jones 


Louis  Milford  Pate, It 


David  B.  Brantley 
George  Graham 
Chris  Flumphrey 
Matthew  L.  Delbridge 


Barbara  Jackson 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
toita  Earls 
Andrew  T.  Heath 
ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


Jefferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Bandra  Alice  Ray 


Phuck  Kitchen 


Michael  Monaco,  ^r^ 


Allegra  Katherine  Collins 


Beth  HeatFT 


LENOIR  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT 


LENOIR  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT 


LENOIR  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT 


LENOIR  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT 
UUNEXPIREDj 


J  Mac  Daughety 


Eric  Rouse 


Roiand  Best 


Lenoir  county  board  of  education  district  i 

Lenoir  county  board  of  education  district  2 

Lenoir  county  board  of  education  district  5 


freston  L.  Harris 

Biies  Stroud 

]  Billy  Davis 
]  Keith  King 


]».  D.  Anderson 


Lenoir  county  clerk  of  superior  couRf 


]  pawn  G.  Stroud 


Abs  Mail 

125 


Provisional 

16 
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County 

Lenoir 


Contest 


Choice 


] Lenoir  county  clerk  of  superior  court" 


]  Srooketah  C.  Banks 


Lenoir  county  sheriff 


Lenoir  soil  and  water  conservation  district 

SUPERVISOR 


Ronnie  Ingram 
Greg  Q.  Rouse 

Chris  SrnitF 

Keith  Tyson 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Election  Day  One  Stop 

2,901  5,400 

5,551  9,729 

4,1  IS  6,983 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish" 


Against 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Against 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Against 


Lenoir  county  local  sales  and  use  tax" 


Abs  Mail 
174 


Provisional 

12 


Against  10,042  3,722 1  6,18l|  126  13 

Lincoln  I  Us  house  of  representatives  district  10  I  Patrick  McHenry  ■  1 

REP 

22,654  11,485  10,784  308  77 

David  Wilson  Brown  I 

DEM 

8,872  3,519  5,068  269  16 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  44  |  David  Lee  Lattimore  | 

DEM 

8,855  3,509  5,053  275  18 

Ted  Alexander  I 

REP 

22,4621  11,371|  10,711|  305  75 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  097  |  Natalie  Robertson  I 

DEM 

9,252  3,756  5,200  279|  i| 

ilason  R.  Saine  I 

REP 

22,122  11,178  10,566  302  76 

District  attorney  district  39  I  j^ike  Miiier  I 

REP 

25,175  12,592  12,139  362.  82 

No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  I 

REP 

15,053  7,476  7,336  198  43 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

1  7,0811  3,735  3,214|  10^1  ^ 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

8,869  3,508  5,068  275  18 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  I  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

21,950  11,088  10,479  306  77 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

1  9,0611  3,621|  5,1511  274  15 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Hefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

15,339  7,7381  7,3311  210  54 
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County 


Contest 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


Lincoln  county  clerk  of  superior  cou^ 


Lincoln  county  register  of  deeds 


Lincoln  county  sheriff 


Pity  of  lincolnton  mayor 


Pity  of  lincolnton  city  council  ward  two 

tUNEXPIRED  TERM! 


Choice 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


]  phuck  Kitchen 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  27B  SEAT  1 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  27B  SEAT  1 

Lincoln  county  board  of  commissioners 


Michael  Monaco,  Sr. 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 
]  Forrest  Donald  Bridges 
]  Ali  Paksoy,  Jr. 

Nficah  J.  Sanderson _ 

]  Milton  H.  Sigmon 
Bud  Cesena 


1  iFred  R.  Hatley 


iFranklln  E.  Lowefy 


]  panny  R.  Flester 


Pity  of  lincolnton  city  council  ward  ol^ 


Pity  of  lincolnton  city  council  ward  three 


]  Alan  FI.  Floyle 
Bill  Bearr^ 

]  Ed  Flatlet 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
]  Mary  Frances  White 
Paul  Eurey,  Jr. 

Write  -In  (Miscellaneous) 
]  Derek  Thom 
Martin  Eaddy 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Fred  Jarrett 


Jim  R.  Watson 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Lincoln  county  board  of  education  at-large 


Lincoln  county  board  of  education  district  2 


]  plarissa  Metts  FUN 

TbrqyA.  Jenkins 

Plifidean  Foster  Bethea ' 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
]  Clayton  C.  Mullis 
Joan  S.  Avery 


One  Stop 

4,778 

3,205 
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County 

Lincoln 


Contest 


1  Lincoln  county  board  of  education  district  2 


Choice 

]  Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Lincoln  county  board  of  education  district  5 


]  P.  Todd  Wulfhorst 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Lincoln  soil  and  water  conservation  district 

SUPERVISOR 


[Theodore  Huss 


Leonard  Keever 

Terry  L.  Turbyfill 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fishT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  income  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


SIPARTISAN  BOARD  OF  ETHICS  AND  ELECTIOI^ 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 

Against 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 


Provisional 


MACON  Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  1 1  I  Clifton  B.  Ingram,  Jr. 

LIB 

342  164  168  8  2 

Mark  Meadows 

REP 

10,116  4,232  5,606  252  26 

Phillip  G.  Price 

DEM 

1  4,891|  1,636|  3,04 1|  204  10 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  50  I  Bobby  Kuppers 

DEM 

1  6,561|  2,40?|  3,919  219  16 

Him  Davis  I 

REP 

8,792  3,6301  4,891  242  23 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  120  I  Aaron  Martin 

DEM 

4,232  1,4231  2,6211  176  6 

Kevin  Corbin  I 

REP 

11,0741  4,5971  6,159  286  32 

District  attorney  district  43  I  Ashlev  H.  Welch 

REP 

11,396  4,610 1  6,471||  2^  28 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  I 

REP 

6,3961  2,5971  3,634  148 1  ^ 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

1  3,671|  1,599  1,966  94  12 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

4,806  1,608  2,984  205  9 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  I  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

1  9^  4,012  5,285  243|  M 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

5,288  1,780  3,289  2081  111 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Hefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

6,712 1  2,791|  3,740  164|  ^ 
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County 


Contest 


Choice 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 


Party 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


]  Chuck  Kitchen 


Sicll?®!  Monaco,  Sr. 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30  SEATT 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30  SEAfy 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30  SEAT3~ 


Allegra  Katherine  Collins 
]  Donna  Forga 
]  Leo  J.  Phillips 


Kristina  L.  Earwoo^ 


Roy  Wijewickrama 


MKCON  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT 


)  Mic  Perry 


MKcon  county  register  of  deeds 


)  Linda  Light  Herman 


Todd  Raby 


MKcon  county  sheriff 


Eric  L.  Giles 


Robert  L.  (Robby)  Holland 
Bryan  Carpenter 


lCOn  county  board  of  commissioners  district 


ilim  Tate 


MACON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT 

2 


MACON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  2 


,  Non  HaverT 


Gary  Shields 
Betty  Cloer  Wallace 
Ronnie  Beale 
I  Tommy  Cabe 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous)^ 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


UNA 


REP 


REP 


Total  Votes 
4,684 
3,195 
9,168 


Election  Day 

1,540 

1,354 

3,792 


75  ill 


11,190 
4,844 
7,700 
8,178 
9,796 
6,973 
8,113 
4,259 
9,599  L 
1,36|| 


11,6811 


6,200 


MACON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  4 


Fred  Goldsmith 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous 


1,616 

4,585 

2,040 

3,060 

3,075  [ 

3,750 

2,889 

3,022 

1,650 


4,821| 


3,68?! 


655 
4,71 6  [ 

2,573 


5,718 

3,874 

4,819[ 

2,425 

5,632 

676 

6,621 


3,445 


pam  Peek  Bell 


2,505 


Charles  Anthony  Bryant 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisfT 


]E^ 


Against 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


]E^ 


3,470 1 
94 
10,312 
4,755 
10,098 


44 

4,314 

1,576 

4,104 


3,7i^[ 
1,985 
50 
5,683 
3,003  [ 
5,653 


HE 


One  Stop  Abs  Mail 

2.940  194 

1,743 1 
5,122  230 

379  23 

3,045  195 

6,282 1 
2,685 1 
4,406 


Provisional 

10 


291| 

215 
265  [ 
304 
186 


168 

264 

25 

312: 

166 


191| 

100 

0 

282 

171| 

309 


Til 


24 


Ti] 


32 

12 

19 

3 


24 

24 

15 

16 
16 

6 

32 

16 

28 

5 

16 

23 

0 

28 

0 


MACON  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 

Matthew  Reynolds 

6,4111 

2,554 

3,673 

170 

14 

SUPERVISOR 

13 

8 

0 

33 

5 

32 
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County 

MACON 


Madison 


Contest 

Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Us  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  lT 


Choice 

Against 


Party 


Total  Votes 
4,7811 


Election  Day 

1,702 


Against 

Clifton  B.  Ingram,  Jr. 


One  Stop 

2,938  [ 
5,663 
X974[ 
5,829 
2,870 
3,698 
4,633 
4,094 
4,288 
123 


Abs  Mail 


141 


289 


277 
179 
203:[ 
236  [ 
228  [ 
213 
3 


Provisional 

6 

32 

5 

33 

6 


Jl 


iiark  Meadows  | 

REP 

4,981||  2,251|  2,655  58 1  H 

Phillip  G.  Price 

DEM 

4,036  1,238|  2,681|  94  23 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  47  |  Ralph  Hise 

REP 

1  4,791|  2,175  2,543  55  18 

David  Wheeler  | 

DEM 

4,364  1,365  2,874  98 1  ^ 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  118  |  Michele  D.  Presnell  | 

REP 

4,862  2,205  2,586  52  19 

Rhonda  Cole  Schandevel 

DEM 

4,274  1,332|  28^1  9|  24 

District  attorney  district  35  I  Beth  Banks  I 

REP 

6,019 1  2,561|  3,338  88:  32 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

2,846  1,219  1,589  26  12 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

2,103  1,009  1,052  34  8 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

1  4,06 1|  1,246  2,698  92  25 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

4,723  2,1401  2,50111  5?  19 

llohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

4,270  1,336  2,813  95  26 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

3,348  1,549  1,748  38  13 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

4,016  1,240  2,666 1  sS  23 

Bandra  Alice  Ray  | 

REP 

1,5961  ^  885  26  8 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Bhuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

4,502  2,025  2,402  59  16 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

A0i\  161  225  4  6 

Hlefira  Katherine  Collins  1 

DEM 

1  4,01 1|  1,233  2,663 1  9il  24 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  24  SEAT  1  |  Gary  Gavenus 

REP 

1  5,731|  2,484 1  3,14l|  83  23 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  24  SEAT  1  |  Larry  Leake 

DEM 

1  5;^  2,006  3,468,  102|  3il 

MADISON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  |  Norris  Gentry 

DEM 

4,370  1,455|  2,81 1|  82  22 

Craig  D.  Goforth  | 

DEM 

5,059  1,680  3,264 1  91|  24 

April  Riddle 

REP 

3,680!  1,6271  1,994|  4|  12 
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County 

MADISON 


MARTIN 


Contest 

MADISON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 


MftDISON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  CHAIR 
MAD1SON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  1 
MADISON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  2 
MADISON  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT 
MAD1SON  COUNTY  SHERIFF 

MADISON  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
SUPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisfT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


MADISON  COUNTY  LOCAL  SALES  AND  USE  TA^ 


Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  oT 


Choice 

Mark  Snelson _ 

Randy  Tweed 
C.  William  (Bill)  Briggs 
)  f^ren  Blevins 
Barbara  E.  Wyatt 
Keith  Ray 
Mark  A.  Cody 


Election  Day 


One  Stop 


Abs  Mail 


NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  03 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  OlT 


District  attorney  district  02~ 


Provisional 

25 


NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 
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County 


Contest 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  02  SEATT 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  02  SEAfT~ 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  02  SEAIT 

MARTIN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
WESTERN  DISTRICT 


WrTIN  county  clerk  of  superior  COURf 

WRTIN  county  SHERIFF 


MARTIN  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
SUPERVISOR 


WRTIN  county  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  1 


MARTIN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  2 

MARTIN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  4 

MftRTIN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  6 


Choice 


Party  Total  Votes 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin  |  REP 

>^ita  Earls  |  DEM 

]  Andrew  T.  Heath  |  REP 

iiohn  S.  Arrowood  ||  DeIm 

]  Jefferson  G.  Griffin  ||  REP~ 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson  |  DEM 

Sandra  Alice  Ray  |  REP 

]  iBhuck  Kitchen  ||  REP~ 

llichael  Monaco,  Sr. _ i|  LIB 

Miegra  Katherine  Collins  ||  DEM 

]  Wayland  J.  Sermons,  Jr.  |  DEM 

]  Sarah  A.  Homes  ||  REP 

parrell  B.  Cayton,  Jr.  ||  DEM 

]  Regina  R.  Parker  |  DEM 

Ronnie  Smith  |  DEM 

Joe  R.  Ayers  |  REP 

]  Tonya  C.  Leggett  |  DEM 

]  t,£e  Haisfip  II  REP~ 

Tim  Manning  |  DEM 

Kip  G.  Sales  M  ^["01^ 

Rupert  W.  Hasty,  Jr^ 


1.611 
4,335 
4,390 
4,494 
3,536 
4,3^ 
950 
4,180 
219 
4,453 
6,81 1| 

3,7^ 

5,209 

7,235 

4,486 

4,533 
8,113 
61 1| 

7,713 

820 

5,269 


Keisha  Manson-Rodgers 
(Write-In) 

Gene  Mellette 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous)  | 
]  Barbara  Council 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous)  r* 
Gail  Everett  Cargile 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous)  B 

Gene  Scott 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous)””^! 

]  Keisha  Manson-Rodgers 
(Write-In) 


53 

5,853 

“^11^ 

969 

64 

90 

863 

113 

106 


Election  Day 

1,002 

2,196 

2,785 

2,2711 

2,246 
2,1 7l 
590 
2,646 
140 
2,248 
3,743 
2,380 
2,699 
3,981| 

2,275 

2,852 

4,546 

444 

4,239 

520 

2,968 

12 

3,250 

68 

686 

3^ 

612 

49 

349 

29 

3^ 


One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 

593  16|  i1 

2,078  53  8 

1,548  52  5 

2,160  54  9 

1 ,243  44  3 

2,093 

3471  10  3: 

1,477  52  5 

78  01  i1 

2,142  55  8 

2,970  86  12 

1 ,292  48  4 

2,442  59  9 

3,1571  83  14 

2,148  55  8 


1,621|  55  5 

3,453  100  14 

153  14  0 


3,370  92  12 


40|  ~1\  0 


2,516  77  10 

44  0  0 

~26|  1|  0 

2371  22  3 

41|  0  0 

498  16  0 

82  2  0 

69  0  0 
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County 

MARTIN 


MCDOWELL 


Contest 

MARTIN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  6 


Choice 

Russ  Ayers  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Party 


Total  Votes 
8 


Election  Day 
2 


One  Stop 
6 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisfT 


Against 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Abs  Mail 
0 


Provisional 

0 


Against 

r*  5,4171  3,162  2,182  64  9 

Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  1 1  |  Difton  B.  Ingram,  Jr.  ^^^POb^  229  145  77  3  4 

Mark  Meadows  I 

REP 

10,276  5,015  5,083  112  66 

Phillip  G.  Price 

DEM 

4,244  1,732  2,406  82  24 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  47  |  Ralph  Hise 

REP 

9,822 1  4,81 1|  4,835  110  66 

David  Wheeler  | 

DEM 

4,759  2,0031  2,6471  84  25 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  085  |  Howard  Larsen  | 

DEM 

3,933 1  1,571|  2,258  78  26 

ilosh  Dobson  | 

REP 

10,608|  5,231|  5,193|  Till  ^ 

District  attorney  district  4i  I  [Ted  Beii  I 

REP 

1  11,89|  5,763  5,915  144  75 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

1  2,925  3,000  76  36 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

“  4‘2^  2,090  2,069  36  29 

iViita  Earls 

DEM 

4,122  1,682  2,333  82  25 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

10,035  4,915  4,943  112  65 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  | 

DEM 

4,363  1,783  2,473  .  82  25 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

1  7,01 1|  3,500  3,390  73  48 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

1  3,991|  1,599  2,288  78  26 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

2,842  1,373  1,416|  41]  12 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

1  9,691|  4,714  4,812l  To|  58 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr.  | 

LIB 

1  ^  313 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

4,083  1,636|  2,34 1|  80  26 

NORTH  CAROLINA  STATE  BOARD  OF  ELECTIONS 


November  06,  2018  General  Statewide  Election  Results  by  County 


Tuesday,  November  27,  2018 
Page  111  of  195 


County 

MCDOWELL 


Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  29A  SEAT  1  |  Robert  K.  Martelle 

REP 

11,318  5,476  5,629  140  73 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  29A  SEAT  2  |  Corey  J.  MacKinnon 

REP 

4,509  2,300 1  2,121|  52  36 

Randy  Pool 

REP 

8,095  3,7501  4, 2011  92  46 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  29A  SEAT  3  |  Laura  Anne  Powell  ! 

REP 

1  5,3261  Mil  139  66 

MCDOWELL  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  |  Michelle  Wilson  Price  | 

DEM 

4,485  1,874i  2,500  88  23 

Brenda  Vaughn 

REP 

10,223  4,950  5,094  124  55 

David  Nelson  Walker  | 

REP 

9,043  4,364  4,523  105 1  Ei 

Paula  Swepson  Avery  1 

DEM 

4,660  1,9891  2,5611  ^  23 

Tornf  G.  Brown  1 

REP 

9,556  4,646  4,7S2|  i^l  ^ 

MCDOWELL  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT  |  Melissa  Holland  Adams  | 

REP 

11,9421  5,781  5,938  143  74 

MCDOWELL  COUNTY  SHERIFF  |  |Rlcky  fBuck)  Buchanan  i 

REP 

11,986  5,829  5,940 1  141|  76 

MCDOWELL  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  Terry  Frank  — 1^  1  10,488  5,166  5,128  124  70i 

BLENWOOD  DISTRICT 

David  Morgan  (Write-In)  B 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


HCDOWELL  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  MARION 
BISTRICT _ 


Joe  Neal  (Write-In)  B 


MCDOWELL  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  NEBO 
BISTRICT 


Steve  Chapman,  Jr. 

Greg  Barksdale 
Betty  Smith  (Write-In) 
Robert  Griffin, III  (Write-In) 
Johnathan  Simon  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous)^ 
6ob  Brackett 


Dean  Buff  (Write-In) 

Dan  Smith  (Write-In) 

Walker  Tony  (Write-In) 
Wayne  Miller  (Write-In) 
Jonathan  Weaver  (Write-In) 
Dan  Mart  (Write-In) 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 

MCDOWELL  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  PLEASANT  Joe  McMinn  (Write-In) 

GARDENS  DISTRICT 

Brian  Plercy 


3 

169 

iir 

^,772 

^,911 

Z3[ 

Z3[ 

68 

10,232 

9 

%[ 

10 

1l 

153 

2[ 

10,092 


0 

75 

2,916 

2,803 


0 

30 

5,028 

8 

:2 


0 

0 

0 

69 

4,944 


3 

89 

0 

2,750 

3,004 

0 

0 

34 

5,025 

0 

0 

10 

78 

4,971| 


0 

5 

0 


64 

76 

0 

0 

0 

3[ 

118[ 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

6 

0 

114 


0 

0 

0 

42 

29 

0 

0 

0 

3 

13 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

63 
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County 

MCDOWELL 


Contest  Choice 

MCDOWELL  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  PLEASANT  Jonathan  Tipper  (Write-In) 

GARDENS  DISTRICT 


gCDOWELL  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 
ISTRICT  SUPERVISOR 


Steve  Hawkins  (Write-In) 
Tony  Hollifield  (Write-In) 
Charles  Gaffigan  (Write-In) 
Peggy  Hill  (Write-In) 

Danny  Killough  (Write-In) 
Steve  Piercy  (Write-In) 

Gary  Gouge  (Write-In) 
Jonathan  Weaver  (Write-In) 
Tony  Laws,  Jr.  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
Joe  Neal  (Write-In) 


Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 

111  1|  0  0  0 


ill  il  0  0  0 

111  1|  0  0  0 

111  1|  0  0  0 

111  1|  0  0  0 

111  1|  0  0  0 

111  1|  0  0  0 

111  1|  0  0  0 

l|  ol  1  0  0 

6  0  6  0  0 

122  45  70  6| 

6  6  0  0  0 


Hell  Brackett 

Randy  Hollifield  (Write-In) 
Joel  Davis  (Write-In) 

Robert  Lanning  (Write-In) 
Chris  Hollifield  (Write-In) 
Scott  Robinson  (Write-In) 
Timothy  A.  Poteat  (Write-In) 
Eric  Ellis  (Write-In) 

Mott  Buff  (Write-In) 

Johnny  Bartlett  (Write-In) 
Tommy  Hollifield  (Write-In) 
Adam  Kinninger  (Write-In) 
John  Whatley  (Write-In) 

Will  Penland  (Write-In) 

Mark  Finley  (Write-In) 

Greg  Anderson  (Write-In) 
Ross  Adams  (Write-In) 

Sam  Ward  (Write-In) 
Andrew  Price  (Write-In) 
Steve  Banner  (Write-In) 


n  10,8291  5,221| 

K  204  203 

"  iir  ii 

iir  ii 

iir  ii 

iir  ii 

iir  ii 

8'  3 

iin  ii 

2'  .2 

iir  ii 

v.T. 

iir  ii 


8 


2  2 

II  1| 

ll  1l 

ll  1l 

ll  1| 

.2  '  ‘  ■  2 


5,401 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


135 

o[ 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0[ 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


66 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

□ 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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County 

Contest 

Choice 

Party 

Total  Votes 

Election  Day 

One  Stop 

Abs  Mail 

Provisional 

MCDOWELL 

MCDOWELL  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 

Randy  Heffman  (Write-In) 

3L 

i| 

0 

0 

0 

DISTRICT  SUPERVISOR 

Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish 

Btrengthening  victims  rights 

MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 

Require  photo  id  to  vote 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 


Robert  Hicks  (Write-In) 

BIN  Chapman  (Write-In) 

Christian  Banks  (Write-In) 

Henry  S.  Brown  (Write-In) 

John  Wilson  (Write-In) 

Terry  English  (Write-In) 

John  Johnson  (Write-In) 

Mark  Smith  (Write-In) 

Sherry  Burnette  (Write-In) 

Mike  Melton  (Write-In) 

John  Norbert  Simmon 
(Write-In) 

George  Ellis  (Write-In) 

Russell  Allen  (Write-In) 

Chad  Ray  (Write-In) 

Douglas  Allison  (Write-In) 

Steve  Chapman,  Jr. 
(Write-In) 

Jonathan  Weaver  (Write-In) 
Wayne  Miller  (Write-In) 
Jerry  Fuller  (Write-In) 

Chris  Brewer  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Against 


Against 


241 


3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3 


o.| 

0 
ol 
0 
0 
ol 

ol 
0 
ol 
0 

88  136 

5,333  5,225 

1,4411  2,1 79  [ 


3 


5,1171 

2,21 1| 


Against 


5,0981 _ 

1,5921 
4,749  4,99i| 

1,954  2,385  [ 

5,100  5,205 

1 ,694  2,250 

2,894  3,051] 

3,593  4,070 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

13 

126[ 

Zef 

133 

60 

113: 

~8i| 

118 

n[ 

74 

113 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4 

33 

20 

66 

24 

68 

24 

72 

33 

46 

40 


NORTH  CAROLINA  STATE  BOARD  OF  ELECTIONS 


November  06,  2018  General  Statewide  Election  Results  by  County 


Tuesday,  November  27,  2018 
Page  114  of  195 


County 


MECKLENBURG 


Contest 

Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  election 


Choice 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


MCDOWELL  COUNTY  LOCAL  SALES  AND  USE  TAX 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 


6,56l|r 


2,9771 


7,288 

4,616 

9,542 


3,466 

2,053 

4,569 


One  Stop 

3,450  [ 
3,679 
2,483 
4,775 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 

8^1  4| 


103 
53  [ 
138 


40 


60 


Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  09  |  Mark  Harris  ^  I 

REP 

42,668  19,635  21,045  1,936  52 

Dan  McCready 

DEM 

51,856  19,779  28,433  3,566  78 

[left  Scott  1 

LIB 

1,626  994  568  58  6 

Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  12  |  Paul  Wright 

REP 

75,164  38,495  34,094  2,352  223 

Blma  Adams  | 

DEM 

203,974  87,616  110,413  5,212  733 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  37  |  Ueff  Jackson  | 

DEM 

1  52,261|  24,322  26,548 1  1,26l|  130 

NoraTrotman  I 

REP 

13,395  7.959  5,016  36|^^^B^ 

Btuart  Andrew  Collins  I 

CST 

1  1,301|  799  479 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  38  |  Muitaba  A.  Mohammed  | 

DEM 

53,563  23, 29,162  1,125  15| 

Richard  Rivette 

REP 

11,972  6,626  4,849  475“  ^23 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  39  |  Chad  Stachowicz  | 

DEM 

44,273  15,982  25,110  3,113  68 

Dan  Bishop 

REP 

49,698  23,5031  23,89||  2,238  60 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  40  |  Mr.  Bobbie  Shields  i 

REP 

1 4,426 1  7,551|  6,309 1  ^  29 

Joyce  Waddell 

DEM 

44,7731  19,581|  24,0111  1,042  133 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  41  |  Natasha  Marcus  | 

DEM 

49,459  18,343  29,259  1,715  142 

ileffTarte  | 

REP 

37,536  17,532  18,8151  1,091|  98 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  088  IIV  Turner  | 

REP 

7,268  4,386  2,6731  181|  28 

Mary  G.  Belk 

DEM 

1  22,561|  10,330  11,632  550  49 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  092  |  Debbie  Ware 

REP 

8,580 1  4,341|  3,909  304  26 

Chaz  Beasley 

DEM 

20,043  8,114  11,343  5451  4l| 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  098  |  [John  R.  Bradford  III  | 

REP 

19,618  8,395  10,682  494 1  4| 

Christy  Clark 

DEM 

20,033  6,949  12,269  758 1  ^ 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  099  |  Nasif  Majeed  | 

DEM 

21,915  9.235  12,202  438  40 

Uoshua  Nidaf  | 

REP 

4,696  2,388  2,124  175  9 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  100  |  John  Autry 

DEM 

16,755  7,465  8,853  388  49 

Nancy  Campbell 

REP 

1  6,901|  3,6001  3, 0671  220  14 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  101  |  Carolyn  Logan 

DEM 

23,335  10,675  12,169  439  52 

Steve  Mauney 

REP 

6,3191  3,6311  2,472  200  10 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  102  |  (IVler  Norris  | 

REP 

4,316  2,728  1,443 1  Tsil  14 
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County 

MECKLENBURG 


Contest 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  10^ 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  loT" 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  10^ 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  10^ 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  10^ 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  107~ 

PISTRICT  ATTORNEY  DISTRICT  37 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEATT 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  26C  SEAT  1 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  26E  SEAT  1 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  26F  SEAT  1 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  26H  SEAT  1 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  26A  SEAT  1 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  26A  SEAT  2 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  26A  SEAT  3 


Choice 

]  Becky  Carney 

]  Rachel  Hunt 
Bill  Brawley 
]  Brandon  Lofton 

Andy  Dulin 
]  Wesley  Harris 
Bcott  Stone 

]  Geovani  Opry  Sherow 
Caria  Cunningham 
]  Keily  Aiexander 
]  Bpencer  Merriweather 

]  Barbara  Jackson 

Christopher  (Chris)  Angiin 
Anita  Earis 
]  Andrew  T.  Heath 
John  S.  Arrowood 

]  Jefferson  G.  Griffin 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Aiice  Ray 
]  phuck  Kitchen 

Michaei  Monaco,  Sr. 
Aliegra  Katherine  Coiiins 
]  Reggie  E.  McKnight 
George  Beii 
[Howard  L.  Ciark  iil 
]  Donnie  Hoover 
]  Karen  Eady-Wiiiiams 
]  Lou  Trosch 

]  Michaei  J.  Stading 
Alicia  D.  Brooks _ 

]  pauiina  N.  Haveika 

bonaid  Cureton,  Jr. 

]  Bean  Smith 


Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


DEM 


DEM  a 


REP  I 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


21,609 


i10,6l| 


,10,431 


"21,7lS  8,358  11,963 

20,220  10,285  8,983 

18,36^1  6,74711  10,501| 

1 6,753  ~  8,2161  7,847i 

4,892  2,740  1,943 

20,261|I  8,65f|  11,009 

24,4531  10,4371  13,458 

279,226  120,494  148,278 

83,64H  41,053  39,276 

46,639  24,000  20,977 

240.939  99,040  132,872 

124,010  61,783  57,423 

2447674  1 00,992  1 34,466 

81,464  39,553  38,663 

234.939  '  ^  96'2T 2  1 30,040 

50,988  26,355  22,789 

116,018  57,1191  54,301| 

25,002  13,789  10,479 

227,5311  91,743  127,158 

18,500  6,769  11,090 

24,812'  11,342  12,779 

9,595  3,729  ^57511 

34,629  17,1801  16,6fl|| 

38,321  16,995  20,495 

29,353  13,329  15,306 

28,718  13,190  14,239 

27,065  9,69|,  15,456 


I, 


31,27^  14,506  15,334 


923  29 

1,077|  371 

668  2| 

200  9 

529  ^ 

506  ^ 

9,505  949 

3,118  200 

1,525|  1371 

8,214  ^ 

4,4931  31 1| 

8,373  843 

3,045  203 

7,896 1  791| 

1,716  128 

4,328  270 

621|  113 

7,879 1  75T| 

589  52 

64 

328  26 

777  65 

749  88 

631||  871 

1 ,254  35 

1,892  ^ 


1,399 


I3f 
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County 

MECKLENBURG 


Contest 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  26A  SEAT  3 


Choice 


Party 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  26B  SEAT  1 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  26E  SEAT  1 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  26E  SEAT  2 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  26F  SEAT  1 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  26F  SEAT  2 


Sabrina  Blain 


Matt  Osman 


Paige  McThenia 


Negan  A.  Miiier 


Trat^  Hanna  Hewett 
Karen  D.  McCaiium 


Khaiif  Rhodes 


NC  DiSTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DiSTRiCT  26G  SEAT  1 


I  Rickye  McKoy-Mitcheii 


Mecklenburg  county  board  of  coMMiSSiONERS 

if-LARGE 


Trevor  M.  Fuiier 


Eiia  Scarboroijgh 


tferemy  Brasch 


Patricia  (Pat)  Gotham 


SECKLENBURG  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMiSSiONERS 
DISTRICT  1 


Elaine  Powell 


ilim  Puckett 


SECKLENBURG  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  2 


ECKLENBURG  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
tSTRICT  3 


m 


ECKLENBURG  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  4 


s 


ECKLENBURG  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  5 


Milma  Leake 


George  Dunlap 


Mark  Jerr^ 


Susan  B.  Harden 


Matthew  Ridenhour 


SECKLENBURG  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  6 


Sill  James 


Susan  Rodriguez  McDowell 


Mecklenburg  county  clerk  of  superior  court 


lElisa  Chinn  Gatg 


Mecklenburg  county  sheriff" 


!! 

m 


ECKLENBURG  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 
(STRICT  SUPERVISOR 


Garry  L.  McFadden 
Aiden  Williams  (Write-In) 

Tigress  Sydney  Acute 
McDaniel 

Pavid  Michael  Rice 

Cam  Newton  (Write-In) 
Buncan  David  St  Clair 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


33,798 


34,251| 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 

24,275  8,269 

16,343 
17,020 

34,139  16,919 

37,883  16,781] 

22,272  9,856 

1 7,336  r  7,76l| 

34,0951  14,77?] 

96,986  r 


234,04?] 


233,983 ! 
134,309 


244,07^ 


38,1g?ir 


29,94?] 


36,636 

34,979 


nr 


44,198 


One  Stop 

14,233 

15,836 

16,396 

16,389 

20,262 

11,855[ 

9,262 

18,346 


128,231] 


97,21?] 


67,156 

101,919' 


1 28,234  [ 
61, 896 [ 


14,26?! 


13,988 
44,965  20,494 

43,652  19,488 

43,5961  20,43?] 

37,740 1  14,791] 


19,318_ 
1 5,820  [ 


132,974 

22,573 

1 5,052  [ 
23,475 

23,122 

22,008 

20,723 

__  15,824  [ 


17,611] 


37,728 1  13,351] 

274,330 1; 

1 275,585 


118,27?! 

119,534 

i0| 


47,901]  21,264 

69,744  33,964 


Ti] 


21,389 


22,180 

145,820 

1145,7^- 

24,7^ 

33,909 

0 

21,160 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 

1,749  24 


1,574 
768  [ 
764  [ 
754 


ni] 


272  [ 
864 
8,168 


4,911 


8,522 

1,244 

83?| 


895  L 
888 
1,032 
2,153 


1,441| 


1,495 

2,122 

9;362[ 

9,415 

0 

1 ,670 

1,669 

0 

1,484 


45 


86 

50 


n 


108 

662 

675 

346 

659 

103 

70 


101 


154 

119 

73 

53 

53 

75 


871| 

902 

0 

202 

202 

0 

165 
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County 

MECKLENBURG 


Contest 


Choice 


Mecklenburg  soil  and  water  conservation 

DISTRICT  SUPERVISOR 


David  Harrison  (Write-In) 


Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 

5  5  0  0  0 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisTT 


Strengthening  victims  rights' 


maximum  income  tax  rate  of  7.0% 


PEQUIRE  PHOTO  ID  TO  VOTE 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


[TOWN  OF  MINT  HILL  PUBLIC  FACILITY  BONDS 


Town  of  mint  hill  parks  and  recreation  bonds 


City  of  charlotte  transportation  bonds 


City  of  charlotte  housing  bonds 


CITY  OF  CHARLOTTE  NEIGHBORHOOD  IMPROVEMENTS 
BONDS 


Town  of  Cornelius  transportation  bon'ds 


Brad  Johnson  (Write-In) 
Lilly  Taylor 
Barbara  Bleiweis 
Brian  Rann  (Write-In) 
Nancy  Carter 
Harrison  Lord  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
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County 

MITCHELL 


Mitchell  county  sheriff 


Donald  Wade  Street 


Mitchell  county  board  of  education 


]  ftrandon  Pitman 


Chris  V.  Pitman 


Kathy  Woody  Young 
Angela  Bailey  Burleson 
[Ilm  Drum 


Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 

Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  1 1  |  Clifton  B.  Ingram,  Jr.  | 

LIB 

108  58  44  4  2 

Mark  Meadows 

REP 

4,799 1  2,021|  2,636 1  i^|  ill 

Philliip  G.  Price 

DEM 

1,42|  354 1  1,001|  55  14 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  47  |  Ralph  Hise 

REP 

4,180  1,793  2,270  82  35 

David  Wheeler  | 

DEM 

1,960  556  1,31^  70  22 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  085  |  Howard  Larsen  | 

DEM 

1  1,441|  3931  98^  48  13 

ilosh  Dobson  | 

REP 

4,796  1,998  2,644 1  Till  43 

District  attorney  district  35  I  Seth  Banks  I 

REP 

5,213  2,118  2,936  110  49 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

2,506  1,018  1,410l  6il| 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

2,0641  9if  1,088  38 1  ^ 

iVlita  Earls 

DEM 

1,390  368 1  961)1  4|  14 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

4,5611  1,953  2,4731  10l|  40 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  | 

DEM 

1,534  404  1,064  50  16 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

3,276  1,435|  1,75l||  6|  23 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

1,380  349  9651  51|  15 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

1,210  470  702  23  15 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

4,443  1,893  2,422 1  aill  3l 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

I  ^  94  4 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

1,396  356  978'^.r^^^48  14 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  24  SEAT  1  |  Gary  Gavenus 

REP 

1  4,9911  2,064  2,77^7 1  io|l*  49 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  24  SEAT  1  |  Larrv  Leake 

DEM 

2,375  798  1,488  64  25 

Mitchell  county  board  of  commissioners  I  Matthew  (Vem)  Grindstaff 

REP 

4,053  1,646  2,2721  10l|  34 

Jeff  Harding 

REP 

3,593  1,380  2,093  86  34 

Bruce  Koran  I 

DEM 

1,334  354  920  46  14 

Steve  Pitman  | 

REP 

4,132  1,704  2,304  89  35 

Aaron  Foster  Buchanan 

UNA 

1  1,701|  5671  1,076  40  18 

Mitchell  county  clerk  of  superior  court  I  Janet  Cook  1 

REP 

5,390 1  2,161|  3,063 1  Ti|  49 
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County 

MITCHELL 


MONTGOMERY 


Contest 

Mitchell  county  board  of  education 

Mitchell  county  board  of  education  (unexpired 
Fermi _ 


Choice 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
Brenda  Howell  Sparks 

John  (Johnny)  Wilson 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop 

34  44 

1,108  1,438 


Mitchell  soil  and  water  conservation  district 
Supervisor 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


SiPARTISAN  BOARD  OF  ETHICS  AND  ELECTIOt^ 


Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  0~8~ 


Keith  Masters 


1,61 1| 


9 

1,540 


2,100 


Against 
Richard  Hudson 


Abs  Mail 
10 

64 

52 


Provisional 

3 

29 

20 


94  L 

88 
2 
104 
‘  52 
112[ 
45 
109 
49  [ 
102[ 
59 
69  [ 
83 
66 
86  [ 
96  r 


33 
0 
45 
"  12 


9 

43 


Til 


41 


16 


13 


23 

33 


n 


iFrank  McNeill  | 

DEM 

3,612  1,9941  1,49111  9?|  24 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  29  |  lEddie  Gallimore  | 

REP 

5,469  3,256  2,077 1  10l|  35 

Cheraton  Love  I 

DEM 

3,558  1,951  1,490|  91]  25 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  066  |  Ken  Goodman 

DEM 

3,915  2,120  1,672  96|  ^ 

ilustin  Miller  | 

GRE 

240  144  89  4  3 

iloej^  Davis  | 

REP 

4,889  2,945  1,823|  91]  30 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Rarbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

1  3,261  1,951|  1,239|  ^  20 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

2,154|  1,261|  838|  T]  14 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

3,535 1  1,951|  1,465  93  26 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

5,266  3,124  2,016  95|  31] 

llohn  S.  Arrowood  | 

DEM 

3,654 1  2,01 1|  1,518  96  29 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

1  3,91 1|  2,3471  1,473  68  23 
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County 

MONTGOMERY 


Contest 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


Choice 

]  Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 


Party 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


]  Chuck  Kitchen 


Michael  Monaco,  ^ 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  20A  SEAT  1 


Allegra  Katherine  Collins 
]  William  C.  (Bill)  Tucker 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  20A  SEAT  2 


]  ilohn  R.  Nance 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  20A  SEAT  3 


]  Beverly  Routh  Spencer 


Montgomery  county  board  of  commissioners 

it~-LARGE 


Thai  Vang 

Dorothy  (Dottle)  Robinson 


Boland  Connelly 
Babrena  Conrad 

Michael  K.  Crlscoe 


Montgomery  county  clerk  of  superior  court 


]  ilohn  K.  Deaton 


Montgomery  county  sheriff' 


I  Roger  Roberts 
Chris  Watkins 


P 

m 


lONTGOMERY  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
tSTRICT  1 


Beverly  A.  Harris 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 

1,873 


3,40 1| 


1 ,465  85i| 

5,116  3,023 

3041  isn 

3,496  1 ,925 

6,363  3,700 

6,1 74  3,590 

3,165  1,812 

TpIC 

3,828 


3,598 


Bandra  Miller 


MONTGOMERY  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
BISTRICT  3 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous 
Bryan  Dozier 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


2,7911 

2,068 


One  Stop 

1,419[ 
574 
1,968 
109 
1,453 
2,498  [ 
2,423 
1.274[ 
1,912 
1,645 


Tommy  A.  Blake 
Write  -In  (Miscellaneous) 


Montgomery  county  board  of  education 

DISTRICT  7 


ilesse  Hilf 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


MONTGOMERY  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 
BISTRICT  SUPERVISOR 


[left  Maness 


Scott  Maynor 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


[TOWN  OF  STAR  MAYO^ 


]  Mary  O’Brien 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 

8?|  22 

28  12 


94  [ 
5 
92 
l2| 


125 


61 


92 

95 


13 


3 

26 

38 

36 

18 

29 

20 


MONTGOMERY  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 

Tawanda  (Gonzalez) 

272 

159 

1  0 

DISTRICT  6 

Bennett 
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County 

MONTGOMERY 


Contest 

[TOWN  OF  STAR  MAYOR 

[TOWN  OF  STAR  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 


[TOWN  OF  TROY  MAYOR 


Town  of  troy  board  of  commissioners 


Handy  SANITARY  DIStRICT  SUPERVISOR 


Choice 

]  Write-In  (Miscellaneous)  ^ 
]  ilennifer  Fountain 

Mark  Maynard 
Aaron  (Paul)  Russell 
Alice  Clemens 

Write-In  {Miscellaneous)^^J| 
]  Roy  Maness 
Sherri  Harris  Allgoud 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous);^ 

]  Bruce  Hamilton 

Kayren  Brantley 
Angela  Elkins 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous^JI^I 
i  iGharlie  Hobson 


Total  Votes 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish 

Strengthening  victims  rights 

MAXIMUM  income  tax  RATE  OF  7.0% 

Require  photo  id  to  vote 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 

Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Karen  Nash  (Write-In)  ^ 
Danny  Sutton  (Write-In) 

Rorman  Hunt 

Mark  S.  Nicholls 
Dean  Ross  (Write-In) 

Write-In  {Miscellaneous)__^J 
1|For 

Against 

1  |For 

Against 

|For 

Against 

1|For 

Against 

1  |For 

Against 

1  |For 


32 

2$ 

318 

328 


344 

6,052 


Against 


MONTGOMERY  COUNTY  -  WADEVILLE  RURAL  FIRE 
PROTECTION  DISTRICT 


Election  Day 

iiir 

105[ 

79 

86 

75 

5, 

133 

185[ 

0 

165 

160 

192 

6 

199 

0 

0 

189 

195[ 

Of 
315. 
3,571| 
1,51611 
3,608 
1 ,469  [ 
3,335 
1 ,750  [ 
3,51911 
1,616 
1,676 
"^3‘;3147 

1 ,849  L 
3,126 

164  r 


One  Stop 

/  _  ,4 

51| 

33 

34 

35 

,2 

266 
221 
2[ 
302  [ 
282 
340  [ 
15 
108[ 
32 
2M 
106[ 
111| 

■2 

.2,314  [ 
1,16l| 

2,354 

i,i5iir 

2,183 
1,31 1| 

2.251  r 

1,280 

1,083[ 

2324 

1.251 
2,1 59  [ 

1| 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 


0  0 

4  0 

3  0 

2  0 

3  0 

0  0 

6|  1| 

6|  ~1\ 

□  0 

13  2 

12|  i1 

Till  i1 

0  0 

23  2 

0  0 

0  0 

13  2 

20  2 

0  0 


15 

m 

64 

143 

~4| 

118 

72 

m 

73 
~73 

118 

77 

313 

0 


12 

40 

15 

34 

20 

32 

25 

38 

19 

13 

34 

20 

36 

3 
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County 

MOORE 


Contest 

Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  08 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  25 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  052~ 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  07^ 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEATT 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 
NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  19D  SEAT  1 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  19D  SEAT  1 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  19D  SEAT  2 


I 

I 


CORE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT 


OORE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT 


OORE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT 


Moore  county  clerk  of  superior  couRf 

MOORE  COUNTY  REGISTER  OF  DEEDS 


Choice 

Against 

ilchard  Hudson 


Party 


Frank  McNeill 


iTom  Mclnnis 


Helen  Probst  Mills 


Lowell  Simon 


ilamie  Boles 


Allen  Ray  McNeill 


ilim  Meredith 


Barbara  Jackson 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
Anita  Earls 
Andrew  T.  Heath 


ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


ilefferson  G.  Griffin" 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Bandra  Alice  Ray 


iBhuck  Kitchen 


Michael  Monaco,  SrT 


Allegra  Katherine  Collins 


Michael  (Mike)  Stone 
Gregory  B.  Thompson 
Warren  McSweeney 
Brian  Godfrey 
Regina  M.  Joe 
Steve  Bibey 


IBatherine  Graham' 


Otis  Ritter 


Jerry  Daeke 


Busan  A.  Hicks 


I  Judy  D.  Martin 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


REP 


REP 


REP 


Total  Votes 

I  109 
24,883 
15,402 


24,851| 


15,300 
1 3,342  [ 
22,438 
3,079 
1,135[ 
1 8,283  [ 
6,775 


Election  Day 
102 
13,322 
6,383 
13,335 
6,3li 
5,4111 

12,144 

1,556 


13,861| 


24,960 


14,50 1| 


19,0631 

13,525' 


6,40  111 


23,5351 

2,026 


13,8211 


25,338 

14,076 

28,314 

6,638 

14,154 

18,435 

29,392 

27,515 

28,340 


29,1211 


44 1| 


9,5211 


3,869 

5,588 

13,365 

5,859 

10,0471 


5,343 


3,5771  r 


12,5271 


1,178 

5,483 

13,586 

5,618 

15,032 

3,978 

5,690 

9,412 

15,505 

14,590 

1 5,074  [ 

15,365 


28,734 


15,174 


One  Stop 

0 

1 0,809  [ 
8,216 
10,745 
8,205 
7,215 
9,577 
1,464 
645 
8,210 
2,699 
7,528 
10,839 
7,865 

8.443  [ 

7.444 


2,621| 


10,303 
753 
7,615 
10,992 
7,696  [ 
1 2,346  [ 
2,404  [ 
7,723 
8,528 
12,894 

1 1 ,985 

12,3171 


12,780 


12,5971 


Abs  Mail 

2 


Provisional 

5 


671 


734 

686 

716[ 

663 

643 

53 


176L 
685 
674' 
712 
;ii| 
677  [ 
175 
638  [ 
74[ 
672  [ 
680 
im 

231| 
680  [ 
440 
902  [ 

850 

862  [ 

892 

874 


~8i| 

69 

85 


m 

53 

74 

6 

'52 


31 


60 

82 

65 

56 


28 


33 


80 

65 

89 

25 


13 


55 


91 


90 


90 

89 
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County 

MOORE 


MASH 


Contest 

Moore  county  sheriff 


Moore  county  board  of  education  member 

it~-LARGE 


Moore  county  board  of  education  district  i 


glOORE  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
UPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fishT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


ftEQUIRE  PHOTO  ID  TO  VOTE 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Moore  county  local  sales  and  use  tax" 


]US  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  oT 


Choice 

]  Ronald  Alan  (Ronnie)  Fields 

Stephen  (Steve  Leader) 
Adams 


No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  1 1 


NORTH  CAROLINA  STATE  BOARD  OF  ELECTIONS 


November  06,  2018  General  Statewide  Election  Results  by  County 


Tuesday,  November  27,  2018 
Page  124  of  195 


County 


Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


Hbert  R.  Pacer  | 

DEM 

1  18,141|  6,625  1 0,944 1  Tail 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  007  |  iobbie  Richardson  | 

DEM 

1,877  1,074  754  38 1  Til 

Lisa  Stone  Barnes  | 

REP 

4,445  3,045  1,338  50  12 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  025  |  [James  D.  Gailliard  | 

DEM 

1 5,858 1  5,361|  9,995  340  162 

Nick  Taylor 

LIB 

1  TT^  485 1  ^  16  15 

[lohn  M.  Check  I 

REP 

13,873!  5, 9811  7,528  242  116 

District  attorney  district  08  I  Robert  Evans 

DEM 

25,2471  10,204  14,304  505  234 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  iarbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

13,552  6,378  6,876  199  99 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

5,022  2,742  2,139  98  43 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

18,299  6,695  11,026  390  188 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

18,248  8,979  8,843  278  148 

llohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

1 8,472 1  6,791|  11,096  402  183 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

1  Ta^  7,2181  713^  205|  T^ 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

1  17,8371  6,4841  10,7871  382  184 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

4,002  2,064  1,802  95l  ill 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

17,954  8,7821  8,767|  266  139 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

1  ^  405|  n  14 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

18,175  6,6241  10,967i  402  182 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  07A  SEAT  1  |  Quentin  T.  Sumner  | 

DEM 

25,9051  10,4471  14,709  5181  ^ 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  07  SEAT  1  |  pell  Cooper  | 

DEM 

24,880  10,050  14,100  495  236 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  07  SEAT  2  |  Wayne  S.  Boyette 

DEM 

24,646  9,955  13,969,  492  230 

NASH  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT  2  |Fred  Belfield,  Jr.  | 

DEM 

3,2571  1,156  2,004  72  25 

NASH  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT  5  J.  Wayne  Outlaw 

REP 

4,716  1,969  2, 6321  T^  14 

NASH  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT  6  Mary  P.  Wells 

DEM 

3,403  1,056|  2,231|  102  14 

Bruce  Berry 

REP 

2,113  886  1,165|  ^  5 

NASH  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT  7  i  Robbie  B.  Davis  | 

REP 

1  3,931|  1,633  2,2131  ^  14 

Nl^H  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT  '  Linda  L.  Thorne  1 

DEM 

25,120  10,153  14,234  506 1  ^ 

IN^H  COUNTY  SHERIFF  .  Keith  Stone  ■  ll  REP 

27,698  12,098 1  14,89l|  493  216 

NASH-ROCKY  MOUNT  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  Monica  Hathaway  8771  537|  323  12  5 

DISTRICT  2 

Dean  Edwards  2^6  1,363 1  69l||  1?|  5 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous)^^^!  ^  2l|  18|  llP  ^ 


NASH-ROCKY  MOUNT  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 

Chris  BIssette 

2,756 

i,oi2 

1,669l 

4l 

28 

DISTRICT  4 
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County 

Contest 

Choice 

Party  Total  Votes 

Election  Day 

One  Stop 

Abs  Mail 

Provisional 

Hash 

NASH-ROCKY  MOUNT  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 

■ 

142 

49 

93 

0 

0 

DISTRICT  4 

NASH-ROCKY  MOUNT  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 

Keen  Gravely  H 

mm 

1,782 

646 

1,084 

44 

8 

DISTRICT  6 

Uink  Dunton  2,329  868 1  1,41 1|  ^ 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous)  ^  54  16  38  0  0 


NASH-ROCKY  MOUNT  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 

ilohn  Jesso 

904 

338 

535 

26 

5 

DISTRICT  8 

Reginald  Silver  2,08g  68g|  1,347|  39  13 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous)  ^  40  16  24  0  0 


NASH-ROCKY  MOUNT  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 

LaShawnda  Washinaton 

■  H  1,3071 

468 

804 

32  3 

DISTRICT  9 

Robert  E.  Cordell 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous)  ^ 

NASH  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT  Barry  Griffin  (Write-In)  ^ 

SUPERVISOR 


5  iWi  i| 


13 

0 

0 


3 

0 

0 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish  ~ 

Strengthening  victims  rights  ~ 

MAXIMUM  income  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 

Require  photo  id  to  vote  ~ 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission  ~ 

SiPARTISAN  BOARD  OF  ETHICS  AND  ELECTIONS 

New  HANOVER  I  Us  house  of  representatives  district  07 


Bobby  Joe  Fisher 

Lashawnda  Washington 
(Write-In) 

Shawn  D.  Lucas 

Reginald  Silver  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Against 


Against 


Against 


19,913 

25 


8,634 

9 

7,772 

19 

180' 
10,145 
5,549 1 
10,365 
5,309 
9,576 
6,046 
^9,8^ 


5,9611 1 


■  10,935 

E  25,030 

T2,438 


10,695 

16 

9,865 

15 

7^232 

1 0,040  [ 

9,7371  r 


10,3371 


454 

0 

429 

0 

12 


34l[ 


10,575  488  [ 

9,285  188 

9,726  428 

10,115  245 

^9,7(S,  393. 

295 

5,483  252  [ 

14,1281  4171 

6,2171  286 

13,379  382 

6®  26 


29,265  L 


I/mI 


130 

0 

176 

0 

128 

2111 

120 

190 

139 

192 

14^ 

m 

206 

130 

186 

22 

286 
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New  HANOVER  1  Us  house  of  representatives  district  07  1  Bavid  Rouzer  i 

REP 

41,286  17,152  23,155  749  230 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  08  I  Anthony  H.  Mascolo 

LIB 

5li  35  22  0  0 

Bill  Rabon  1 

REP 

CO 

CO 

cn 

Bavid  W.  Sink,  Jr.  | 

DEM 

1,596  7^  844  25  3 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  09  I  Hichael  Lee  1 

REP 

42,026  17,648  23,379  765  234 

Harper  Peterson 

DEM 

1  42,251  13,571|  27,35l|  1,076  259 

lEthan  Bickley  I 

LIB 

1  2,671|  1,265  1,336|  41]  29 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  018  |  Louis  Harmati  I 

REP 

3,170  1,596  1,4821  71|^^^h21| 

Joseph  D.  Sharp 

LIB 

525  262  250 

Deb  Butler 

DEM 

11,768  4,520  6,944  25i^^^^5f 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  019  |  Marcia  Morgan  j 

DEM 

17,0751  5;5^  11,010  443''  'sS 

David  Perry 

LIB 

1,389  693  663  23  10 

Ted  Davis,  Jr.  I 

REP 

1  17,9511  7,506  1 0,064 1  ^  36 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  020  I  Holly  Grange 

REP 

18,979  7,566  10,992  323  98 

Leslie  Cohen  I 

DEM 

17,062  5,298  11,222  438  104 

BISTRICT  attorney  district  06  1  Ben  David  I 

DEM 

69,4721  25,47?|  42,110  1,474|  4111 

No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  i 

REP 

29,550  12,042  16,793  565  150 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

1 3,780 1  6,041|  7,418  225  96 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

1  43,831|  14,369 1  28,08l||  1,101  274 

No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  1  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

41,7141  17,3871  23,34 1|  752  234 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  1 

DEM 

45,244  15,005  28,8251  1,13l|  283 

No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Kefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

22,5981  9,7971  12,23l|  432  138 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

41,972  13,653  27,006  1,052l  ^ 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

20,509 1  8,301|  11,752  343  113 

No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  ghuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

38,625 1  15,861|  21,845  714  205 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

4,768  2,386  2,254  68  60 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

43,263  14,025  27,878  1,103|  ^ 

No  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  05B  SEAT  1  |  B.  Frank  Jones  1 

REP 

16,6211  6,158  10,0401  34l|  88 

Tripp  Watson 

REP 

13,043  5,462  7,264  232  85 

No  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  05  SEAT  1  |  Lndsey  L.  McKee  1 

REP 

53,744  21,982  30,343  1,096  323 

No  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  05  SEAT  2  |  Karnes  H.  Faison  III  | 

DEM 

58,469  21,095  35,719  1,295  360 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  05  SEAT  3  |  Melinda  H.  Crouch  | 

DEM 

57,976  20,888  35,4^1  1,309|  ^ 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  05  SEAT  4  1  Chad  E.  Hogston 

REP 

52,045  21,275  29,390  1,082  298 
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New  HANOVER  INEW  HANOVER  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  |  |Eric  Lytle  I 

REP 

36,856  15,104  20,882  682  188 

^ulla  Olson-Boseman  I 

DEM 

43,6Cyii  14,413  27,830  1,093l  27l| 

Skip  Watkins 

REP 

41,474  17,258  23,260 1  7^  215 

|Rob  Zapple  | 

DEM 

43,68711  14,5071  27,862  1,083  235 

New  HANOVER  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  I  Don  Hayes 

REP 

38,1591  15,39|  21,83l|  739  192 

Judy  Justice 

DEM 

43,619  14,520  27,784  1,068 1  24| 

Bill  Rivenbark  I 

REP 

40,645  16,756  22,934 1  7^  204 

Elena  Rosemond-Hoerr  | 

DEM 

39,8061  12,84|  25,708  1,029  222 

0ruce  Shell  I 

REP 

39,6931  15,991  22,742  779  175 

Btefanie  Adams  I 

DEM 

44,912!  15,2111  28,335  1,106  254 

Nelson  Beaulieu  | 

DEM 

41,549  13,609  26,681  1,025  233 

Janice  Cavenaugh 

REP 

39,0031  15,901|  22,168:  732.  202 

New  HANOVER  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT  |  Jan  Giacalone  Kennedy 

REP 

56,313  22,928  31,923  1,130  332 

New  HANOVER  COUNTY  SHERIFF  |  |Ed  McMahon  I 

.DEM  J  71,213  26,188  43,112  1,493  420 

MEW  HANOVER  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  iFrank  Christopher  Meares  44,752  17,568  25,953  965  266 

BISTRICT  SUPERVISOR 

Evan  Folds  (Write-In) 

Lana  Nesbit  (Write-In) 

Beth  Corvino  (Write-In) 

Ed  Higgins  (Write-In) 

Lance  Capps  (Write-In) 
Leslie  Cohen  (Write-In) 
Michael  Jenkins  (Write-In) 
Colin  Conners  (Write-In) 

Ed  Murray  (Write-In) 

Ricky  Meeks  (Write-In) 
Brooks  Anderson  (Write-In) 
Kevin  Kingston  (Write-In) 
Harper  Peterson  (Write-In) 
Richard  Groves  (Write-In) 
Byron  Toothman  (Write-In) 
Justin  Lanasa  (Write-In) 
Stephen  Hill  (Write-In) 
Reece  Johnson  (Write-In) 


5,763  1 ,649  4,042 

5^1  ^1^  335 

^  25 

33'  121  ~2^ 

60  38  22 

161  B  9 

55  261  ^ 

^"14,  '31-  Til 


31 


^  12'  16 

13 

6  -  3  3 


6  -  3  3 


5;  2 


3 

3 


72 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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Northampton 


Contest 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish" 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


M/WCIMUM  income  tax  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Choice 

Paul  Pascarosa  (Write-In) 
Tyler  Cralle  (Write-In) 

Rudolph  (Write-In) 
Joseph  Trouton  (Write-In) 
Nan  Pope  (Write-In) 
Christian  Terry  (Write-In) 
Paul  Gilbert  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
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Provisional 
0 


Against 


Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  01  |  Roger  W.  Allison  ^^■RrE^ 

1  2,701|  1,940  723  29  9 

B.  K.  Butterfield  | 

DEM 

4,609  2,576  1,934  83  16 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  03  |  Erica  D.  Smith  | 

DEM 

4,555  2,538  1,920  82  15 

C.  (Chuck)  Earley,  Jr. 

REP 

2,705  1,944  722  30  9 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  027  |  Michael  H.  Wray 

DEM 

4,7471  2,793  1,855  84  15 

Raymond  (Ray)  Dyer 

REP 

2,429  1,693  700  26  10 

District  attorney  district  07  |  Ualerle  Mltchell  Asbell  1 

DEM 

5,860 1  3,541|  2,208  93  18 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

1,5431  1,087|  434|  i|  5 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

1,1211  8271  283  14  3 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

4,390  2,433  1,864  78  15 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

2,6^1  1,9171  706  30  9 

llohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

4,535  2,520  1,919l  81]  15 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

1,902  1,345  529  23  5 
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County  Contest 

Northampton  |  go  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


NORTHAMPTON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  3 _ 


Northampton  county  board  of  commissioners 

PISTRICT  4 _ 

Northampton  county  board  of  commissioners 
district  5 _ 

Northampton  county  clerk  of  superior  court 
Northampton  county  sheriff 

NORTHAMPTON  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 
DISTRICT  SUPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish  ~ 

Strengthening  victims  rights  ~ 

maximum  income  tax  rate  of  7.0% 

Require  photo  id  to  vote  ~ 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission  ~ 

Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  elections 

pN^OW  Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  0^ 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  06 

N  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  00? 


Choice 

]  Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


]  Chuck  Kitchen 


Michael  Monaco,  ^ 


Allegra  Katherine  Collins 
Dennis  L.  Babb 


Nicole  J.  Boone 


Joyce  V.  Buffaloe 
ifelvin  Edwards 


Ijtquitta  Green  Cooper 


]  [lack  Smith" 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


4,378 

845 

2,603 

120 


2,426 
609  [ 
1,860i 
821 


One  Stop 
1,860 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 


221 


"7^ 


:3[ 


4,4511  r 


2,4811 


2,783 

4,455 

5,305 


1 ,998 1 

2,475 

3,125 


1,878 

7471 


1,886 

2,072 


Gregory  Harris 

Justin  Burges  (Write-In) 
Mark  McGee 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous 


Against 


Against 

1  K3Mr_B..  Jones _ 

]  Joseph  (Joe)  Webb 
iHamt  Brown 
]  Kevin  E.  Hayes 


77 


11 


28 


82 

30 

79 

90 


15 
4 
8 
0 

16 
8 

15 

18 
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ONSLOW  i  No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  004  I  Ba'Quan  Marcell  Love  | 

DEM 

1,639  904  686  24  25 

Jimmy  Dixon 

REP 

1  4,331|  2,882  1,358|  4^  44 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  014  |  llsaiah  (IkelJohnson  | 

DEM 

1  7,381|  3,3141  3,8671  126  74 

George  G.  Cleveland 

REP 

10,544  6,513  3,785 1  151  89 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  015  I  Phillip  Shepard 

REP 

9,076  5,816  3,045  118|  9f| 

Dan  Whitten  i 

DEM 

4,596 1  2,301|  2,101|  135  59 

District  attorney  district  05  I  lEmie  Lee  1 

DEM 

24,040  12,996  10,420  403 1  2^ 

No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Darbara  Jackson  1 

REP 

16,159  10,109  5,689  222  139 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

1  7,841|  5,090  2,550  95  106 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

13,459  6,443  6,578  282  156 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

23,7671  15,104  8,100  320  243 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  1 

DEM 

13,728  6,583  6,703  284  158 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

15,859  9,923 1  5,58l|  204 1 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

12,930!  6,0771  6,430 1  ^  156 

Bandra  Alice  Ray  1 

REP 

7,630  4,903  2,525  120  82 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  1 

REP 

22,1641  7,642|  ^  218 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr.  1 

LIB 

2,289  1,519  6931  4S  30 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins  | 

DEM 

12,929  6,083  6,436 1  ^  153 

Nc  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  04  SEAT  1  1  Albert  D.  Kirby,  Jr. 

DEM 

13,262  6,289  6,544  273  156 

jHeniy  L.  Stevens  IV  1 

REP 

24,358  15,454  8,332  330  242 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  04  SEAT  1  |  Paul  A.  Hardison  1 

DEM 

22,83711  12,33|l  9,88|  383  230 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  04  SEAT  2  |  garah  C.  Seaton  1 

REP 

1  27,5071  17,0051  9,80 1|  412  289 

DNSLOW  county  board  of  commissioners  1  Urn  Foster  1 

REP 

24,469  15,292  8,595  346  236 

IFhomasine  E.  Moore  1 

DEM 

13,739  6,629  6,663  283  164 

William  Shanahan 

REP 

1  22,1271  13,881|  7,704  334  208 

DNSLOW  county  board  of  education  1  Ueff  Hudson  1 

REP 

24,01^  15,050  8,396  344  224 

Bill  Lanier  1 

REP 

22,346  13,944 1  7,86 1|  325  216 

Bob  Williams  1 

REP 

21,4171  13,389  7,524  308  196 

Marcy  Wofford 

DEM 

12,943  6,495 1  6,04 1||  2^  146 

lloel  Churchwell  1 

DEM 

12,91 9 1  6,21 1|  6,325  248  135 

DNSLOW  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT  1  Lisa  Milligan  Brown 

REP 

28,518  17,586  10,220  415|  ^ 

DNSLOW  COUNTY  SHERIFF  |  |Hans  J.  Miller  ■  | 

REP 

29,173  17,778  10,6731  431||  291| 

DNSLOW  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT  Willie  Justice  19,1301  11,3671  7,246  348  169 

iUPERVISOR 
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County 


ieiRANGE 


Contest 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fishT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  ELECTior^ 


lus  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT^ 


Choice 

James  Frederick  (Write-In) 
Emily  Walton 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Total  Votes 
1? 

22,263 


Election  Day 
12 

“  13,3f4 


Against 


Against 


Steve  A.  (Von)  Loor 

REP 

12,868  6,305  6,3l4  223  26 

Bavid  Price  I 

DEM 

52,209  14,413  35,690  2,019|  ^ 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  23  |  Nalerle  P.  Foushee  | 

DEM 

52,698  14,612  35,996  1,998  92 

[Tom  Glendinninp  | 

REP 

14,322  7,064  6,974  254  30 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  050  |  Gralq  R.  Meyer 

DEM 

1 9,350 1  5,441|  13,334  554 1  2^ 

Kenneth  Price  Rothrock  | 

REP 

1  9,92 1|  4,909  4,846 1  15 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  056  |  Merla  C.  Insko  | 

DEM 

32,286  8,735  22,044  1,440i  ^ 

Ratthew  P.  Clements  I 

LIB 

955  489  445  15  6 

Marcus  Cooke  I 

REP 

4,235  1,989|  2,151|  82  13 

District  ATTORNEY  district  is  I  Kim  woodaii  I 

DEM 

1  55,491|  16,360  37,026  2,005  100 

No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  i 

REP 

11,316|  5,441|  5,670  189  16 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

4,649  2,416  2,125  92  16 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

1  50,94 1|  13,768  35,113  1,968;  92 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

14,845  7,324  7,229  264  28 

llohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

51,839  14,180  35,586  1,979  94 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

11,121  5,382  5,534  189  22 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

50,159  13,514  34,614  1,940 1  91] 
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County 

^ANGJI 


Contest 


Choice 


Party 


I NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


]  Sandra  Alice  Ray 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


]  iBhuck  Kitchen 


Michael  Monaco,  ^ 


Wiegra  Katherine  Collins 


NC  DiSTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DiSTRiCT  15B  SEAT  1 


ORANGE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMiSSiONERS 
T-LARGE 


]  Joseph  Moody  (Joe) 
Buckner 
Saily  Greene 


P 

P 


RANGE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMiSSiONERS 
ilSTRICT  1 


P 

m 


RANGE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMiSSiONERS 
ilSTRICT  2 


Orange  county  clerk  of  superior  cou^ 


ilamezetta  Bedford" 


Earl  McKee 


Mark  Kleinschmidt 


Orange  county  register  of  deeds 


]  Mark  Chilton 


Orange  county  sheriff 


]  Charles  Blackwood" 


ORANGE  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
iUPERVISOR 


W.  Chris  Flogan 

Ian  McMillan  (Write-In) 
Jenna  Wadsworth  (Write-In) 
Heather  Main  ~ 

Morris  L.  Shambiey 

Nataiie  Murdock  (Write-in) 

Fleather  King  (Write-in) 

Heather  Main  (Write-in) 

Morris  L.  Shambiey 
(Write-in) 

W.  Chris  Hogan  (Write-in) 
Warren  Wombie  (Write-in) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous)_ 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


Total  Votes 
5,149 

13,80i 

2,4ia 

50,429 

54,398 


54,3611 


53,864 

55,256 

53,364  [ 
53,904 
56,943 
26,320 


Election  Day 

2,528  [ 

6,759 

1,179 

13.573 

1 5,902  [ 

15,799 

15.574 
16,309 

15,5011 

15,669 

17,252 

8,280 


One  Stop 


Abs  Mail 


2,51' 


6774  [. 
1,165 
34,838 


36,421 


36,484 

36,224 

36,874 

35,796 

36,169 

37,598 

17,063 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Against 


Strengthening  victims  rights 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


330 

8,038 

13,523 

8,932 

12,576! 

8,154 


586 
8,396  [ 
34,286  [ 
10,435 
32,2111 


9,068 


13,40111  33,69lir 


8,1 3S 


8,314 


101 


l24| 


54 

1,932 

1,969 

1,985 

1,972 

1,977 

1,966[ 
1,965[ 
1,992[ 
936  r 


0 

0 

33 


411 


1,7911 


712 

1,494 

423 


TtsI 


Provisional 

9 

23 

IS 

86 

100 

99 

94 


96 


101 


101 


344 


0 

0 

64 

19 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3 

45 

77 

55 

64 

53 

66 

40 
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County 

gTANGE 


Pamlico 


Contest 


Choice 


Party  Total  Votes 


;  Require  photo  id  to  vote 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


[TOWN  OF  CHAPEL  HILL  AFFORDABLE  HOUSING  BONDS 


1US  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  03 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  02 


N  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  0^ 


District  attorney  district  04 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEATT 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  03B  SEAT  1 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  03B  SEAT  2 

PAMLICO  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
fcT-LARGE 


'AMLICO  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
HSTRICT  3 


Against 

|For 

Against 

|For 

Against 

fifes 

No 

^Walter  B.  Jones 


Ginger  Garner 
dim  Harris 

Norman  Sanderson 

Bobby  Hanig 
Tess  Judge 
gcott  Thomas 

Barbara  Jackson 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
Anita  Earls 
Andrew  T.  Heath 
ilohn  S.  Arrowood 

ilefferson  G.  Griffin 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 
Chuck  Kitchen 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr. 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 
Paul  M.  Quinn 

ilohn  Nobles 

Wck  Happ 


Sally  Truitt  Belangia 
Doug  Brinson 
Paul  J.  Delamar 

Edward  Lee  Riggs,  Jr. 


DEM 

LIB 

REP 

REP 

DEM 

DEM 

REP 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

REP 

LIB 

DEM 

REP 

REP 

UNA 


DEM 

REP 

REP 

REP 


50,166 

10,311| 


55,761| 


1 1 ,883 
T4,333  ‘ 
17,559 
”~6,729 
4,004 1 


3^ 


3,294 

3,222 

2,194 


3,7911 


2,512 

868 

2,002 


3,266 

2,078 

2,477 

1,954 

88li 

3,154 

145 

2,051| 

3,708 

3,452 

502, 


2,332 

2,662 

3,084 

"*68g 


Election  Day  One  Stop 

13,572  34,62# 

4,452  5,442 

16,835  37,038 

5,018  6,360 

_ 16,3£|  T6~2il 

5.125[  11,591] 

2,616  3,889  [ 

1.88|[  2,051] 

768  ‘  1 ,213 

591"  411  [ 

1 ,590  1 ,650 

1.5331"  1,631 

858  r  1 ,251 

1,6811  2,008 

1,160  1,320 

456  390 

759  1,166 

1 ,569  1 ,644 

786  1,21# 

1,175[  1,27i|i 

725  1,152 

438  426 

1 ,509  1 ,596 

80  62 

766  1,208 

1 ,765  1 ,881] 

1.650[  1,74i|[ 

27113  211|[ 


Abs  Mail 

1,889[ 

388 

1,800 

465 

1,728 

815 

211| 

56 

73 

46 
45  [ 
75 
94 
28 
18 

74 


73 

2l 

74 
19 
4^[ 

2[ 


73 

50 

“Til 


Provisional 

81| 

29 

88 

40 

77 

28 

13 

10 

3 
0 
8 

- ■ 

4 
8 

4 

5 

3 

- B 

5 

4 

3 

4 


4 

9 

10 

3 


NORTH  CAROLINA  STATE  BOARD  OF  ELECTIONS 


November  06,  2018  General  Statewide  Election  Results  by  County 


Tuesday,  November  27,  2018 
Page  134  of  195 


County 

Pamlico 


Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


PAMLICO  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 

BISTRICT  4 

CarlOllison  |  DEM  |1  511  280  230  5  2 

PAMLICO  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 

DISTRICT  5  fUNEXi 

Missy  Baskervill  |  REP  ||  8^  379  495  15;'  2 

PAMLICO  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT 

Bteven  E.  Hollowell  i|  DEM  |  4, 0221  1,801|  2,118  95  8 

PAMLICO  COUNTY  SHERIFF  |  Chris  Davis  REP  |l  4,011|  1,86?|  2,079|  ^  10 

PAMLICO  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 

lElbert  Lee,  Jr.  3,698  1,639  1,9741  81|  4 

BUPERVISOR 


Benjamin  Derek  Potter 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fishT 


Against 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


Against 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  ELECTior^ 


Against 


Against 


86 

0 

59  [ 
59  [ 
58 
55  . 
52  [ 
66  [ 
52 
68 
3|| 

m 

3| 


8 

0 

Til 

3 

10 


33 

3 

9 

3 


Pasquotank  I  Us  house  of  representatives  district  03  I  Waiter  b.  Jones  ■ 

REP 

8,1081  3,281|  4,652  133  42 

Nc  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  01  I  D.  Cole  Phelps 

DEM 

7,150  2,330  4,676  82  62 

Bob  Steinburg 

REP 

6,429  2,673  3,612  1131  33 

Nc  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  005  |  Howard  J.  Hunter  III  | 

DEM 

7,196  2,318  4,732  82  64 

Phillip  Smith  1 

REP 

6,194  2,623  3,433 1  TT3|  ^ 

District  attorney  district  01  I R.  Andrew  Womble  1 

REP 

8,0l4  3,219  4,620  134|  41| 

Nc  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  i 

REP 

4,232 1  1,681|  2,446 1  ^  18 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

2,205  996 1  1,171||  2||  T3 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

6,938  2,245  4,552  78  63 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  I  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

6,252  2,630  3,480  114  28 

llohn  S.  Arrowood  1 

DEM 

7,074  2,276  4,655  79  64 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

4,183  1,703  2,382  83  15 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

6,835 1  2,201|  4,494  79|  ^ 
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County 


Contest 


Choice 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 


Party 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


]  Chuck  Kitchen 


|iich  aejjyion aco^  Sr^ 


Allegra  Katherine  Collins 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT  1 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT  2 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEATT 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT^ 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT3~ 


J.  C.  Cole 


Jerry  R.  Tillett 
Robert  Parks  Trivette 


Eula  E.  Reid 


Nieader  Harriss 


'ASQUOTANK  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
fcr-LARGE 


Charles  H.  Jordan 


Barry  A.  Overman 


Bill  Sterritt 


tfosh  Tunnell 


ASQUOTANK  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
lORTHERN  OUTSIDE 


Bean  Lavin 


Pasquotank  county  board  of  commissioners 

BOUTHERN  INSIDE 


Pasquotank  county  clerk  of  superior  court 

Pasquotank  county  sheriff 


jlosegh  S.  Winslow/,  Jr. 
Cecil  Perry 


Katherine  (Kathy)  Cartwright 


]  [Eddie  Graham 


Pasquotank  board  of  education  inside 
corporate  limits 


ASQUOTANK  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  OUTSIDE 
CORPORATE  LIMITS _ 


[Tommy  S.  Wootenl 

Virginia  Lawrence  Houston  | 

pam  Pureza 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous 
Ron  Payne 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 

2,155  960 

5,904  2,450 

5691  29 1| 

6,854  r  2.17l|r 


One  Stop 

1,155 

3,322 

262 


4,54H 


10,061|  3,434  6,446 

7,321  3,022  4,14l 


9,062 


3,1  11 


9,4011 


3,20l 


7,175 

6,549 

6,388 
5,894  ; 
4,996 


1,7l1 


1 ,635 1 
2,194 


10,2^ 


2,943 

2,080 

2,560 

*T814[ 

2,126 

890 

59l 


5,777 

6,028 

4,076 

4,328 

3,692 


3,961| 


709 


2,749  [ 
793 

1,013 

1,445 


Sean  Lavin  (Write-In) 
Bharon  J.  Warden 

George  Archuleta 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


ASQUOTANK  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 
BISTRICT  SUPERVISOR 


Bteve  Harris 


Naurice  K.  Berry^Jr. 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Abs  Mail 
25 
106 
10 
77 
105 
123 
95 
100 
125[ 
80  [ 

110 

65 

lOlj 

29 


Provisional 

15 

26 

6 

59 

76 

35 

73 

71 


13 


61 


26 

54 

20 

5 
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County 


Contest 


Choice 


Pasquotank 


Pender 


]  Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


M/WCIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


RIPARTISAN  board  of  ethics  AND  ELECTIOI^ 


]US  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  oT" 


Election  Day 

3,334 


One  Stop 

4,208 


Against 


Ravid  W.  Fallln 


Abs  Mail 
129 


Provisional 

54 


Kyie  Horton 

DEM 

7,786  2,810  4,749  154  73 

David  Rouzer  | 

REP 

12,510  4,762  7,500 1  1^|  1^ 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  08  |  Anthony  H.  Mascolo 

LIB 

720  329 1  37il  5  15 

Rill  Rabon  I 

REP 

12,683  4,835  7,600  119  129 

David  W.  Sink,  Jr.  | 

DEM 

1  2,6251  4;^  150  75 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  016  |  [John  Johnson  | 

DEM 

1  7,86 1|  2,8301  4,8011  152  72 

Carson  Smith 

REP 

12,964  4, 9951  7,71 1||  12111  1^ 

District  attorney  district  06  I  Sen  David  I 

DEM 

13,632  5,062  8,230  194  146 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

8,970  3,292 1  5,52l|  76 1  sil 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

4,145  1,714  2,324  44  63 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

7,368  2,6261  4,51T|  152  73i 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

12,820  4,90i  7,674  116  128 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  | 

DEM 

1  7,621|  2,7391  4,647||  TsJ  78 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

8,360  3,1 85 1  5,00 1|  90  84 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

7,174  2,549  4,409  146  70 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

5,008 1  1,911|  2,996  38  63 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

12,226  4,598  7,395  115  118 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr.  I 

LIB 

950 1  47il  450  8 1  21] 

Pllegra  Katherine  Collins  | 

DEM 

7,318  2,585  4,506 1  151|  76 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  05  SEAT  1  |  Lindse®  L.  McKee  | 

REP 

14,7071  5,664  8,740  154  149 
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County 


Pender 


Contest 


Choice 


Election  Day 


]  NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  05  SEAT^ 


mes  H.  Faison  I 


One  Stop 

7,103 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  05  SEAT3~ 


]  Helinda  H.  Crouch 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  05  SEATT 


I  Chad  E.  Hogston 


m 


ENDER  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  1 


E 


ENDER  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  2 


E 


ENDER  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  3 


iorgan  A.  Lashaw 

Qavid  Williams 

Carol  Ann  Johnson 

Pavid  Plepmeyer 

Peggy  Lanier 


George  R.  Brown 


Render  county  board  of  education  district  i 


]  plndy  Faulk  Fontan¥ 


Rochelle  Whiteside 


Pender  county  board  of  education  district  2 


]  Kenneth  1.  Lanier,  Jr 


Beth  Burns 


Pender  county  board  of  education  district  4 


]  ilune  M.  Robbins 


Ken  Smith 


Pender  county  clerk  of  superior  couftT 


Elizabeth  H.  Craver 


Render  county  sheriff 


]  Lawrence  Fennell 
Plan  Cutler 


E 


ENDER  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
lUPERVISOR 


Bill  Murrell 


Douglas  S.  Rivenbark 
Pi  Slawuta 

George  Wesley  Everett 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisfT 


]EoL 


Against 


Btrengthening  victims  rights 


]E^ 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Against 
|For 

Against 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


]E^ 


Against 


Abs  Mail 
186 


Provisional 

123 
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County 


Pender 


Perquimans 


Contest 


Choice 


Party 


] Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


]EZ 


Against 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


]E^ 


Against 


~|US  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT^ 


j  Walter  B.  Jones 


No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  01 


I  D.  Cole  Phelps 
Bob  Steinburg 


No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  6M~ 


]  Edward  C.  GoodwIrT 


Ronald  (Ron)  Wesson 


District  attorney  district  of 


]  H-  Andrew  Wornble" 


NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


]  Barbara  Jackson 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
toita  Earls 
I  Andrew  T.  Heath 


ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


]  Jefferson  G.  Griffin" 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 


Bandra  Alice  Ray 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


]  phuck  Kitchen 


Michael  Monaco,  ^r^ 


Allegra  Katherine  Collins 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT  1 


.  C.  Cole 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT  2 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEAT  1 


I  Jerry  R.  Tillett 
I  Robert  Parks  Trivette 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEATT" 


Eula  E.  Reid 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  01  SEATT 


]  Meader  Harriss 


Perquimans  county  board  of  commissioners 


]  iFondella  A.  Leiflh 


Plan  Lennon 


Wallace  Nelson 


Perquimans  county  clerk  of  superior  court 


I  ffodd  W.  TillW 


Perquimans  county  sheriff 


]  Shelton  (Shelby)  White 
Jim  Bray 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


LIB 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


PERQUIMANS  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 
DISTRICT  SUPERVISOR 


[Ihomas  L.  Roach 


Total  Votes 

I  8,738 
10,990 
^9,890 
9,888 
4,155 
1,89g[ 
3,577  [ 
3,595 


Election  Day 

3,214  [ 
4,165 
3,604 
3,780 " 
1,856 
791| 

i.6oir 


4,155 


1,318 

1,783 

3,469 

1,859 

2,395  [ 

1,762 


1,151| 


3,326 

17l 


1,812 

3,749 


3,84 1| 


3,109 
3,164 
3,772 
1,666 
283  [ 
3,493 
4,279  [ 
2,873 


2,6511 


3,578 
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One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 

5,331|  96|  ^ 

6,569  164  92 

6,062  120  104 


1,630 
753  [ 
1,858 
1,016 
603  [ 
723 
1,5^ 
763 


723 
529  [ 
1 ,498  [ 
94 
734 
1,576 
1,736[ 
1,330 
1 ,336  [ 
‘1,703 
690 


331] 


1,559 


I.8OII 


1,2101 
1 ,203 

1,503[ 


5,‘8^r 


2,244 

1,054 

1,921 


1,919 


1,061| 


2,244 

1,213 


1,020 

1,862[ 

1,055[ 

1,296 

998  r 


HE 


T78fr 


78 

1,035 

2,109 


1,718 


~Tj^ 


2,020 

934 

150 

1,889 

2,405 


1,413 

2,021 


HC 


50 

43 

39 

43 

38 

49 

24 

18 

36 


3 


28 


11 


2 

39 

58 

42 

55 

55 

44 

38 

2 

42 

6|| 

50 

33 

42 


3 


5 

4 

4 

3 

5 

4 
4 
0 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
0 
4 
0 

4 

6 
6 
6 
6 

5 
4 
0 
3 

6 

6 
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Person 


Contest 


Choice 

|Schard^auj}ders^ 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


One  Stop 


Abs  Mail 


PERQUIMANS  -  MINZIES  CREEK  SANITARY  DISTRICT 
COMMISSIONER 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Strengthening  victims  rights 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Against 

2,000  803  1,156  38  3 

lUS  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  06  |  B.  Mark  Walker  H  I 

REP 

8,458  4,1541  4,211|  72  15 

Ryan  Watts 

DEM 

6,138  2,444  3,593  83  18 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  22  |  Flickey  (Rick)  Padqett 

REP 

7,733 1  3,801|  3,855  65  12 

Ray  Ubinger 

LIB 

268  165  IQGl'  M  il 

Mike  Woodard 

DEM 

6,577  2,620 1  3,85l|  86  20 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  002  |  ftarryl  D.  Moss  | 

DEM 

6,133  2,414  3,615  85  19 

Larry  Yarborough 

REP 

8,506  4,193  4,230  69  14 

District  ATTORNEY  district  10  I  Mike  waters  I 

DEM 

9,5821  426^1  2| 

No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

5,092  2,378  2,669  40  5 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

1  3,001  1,6261  1,3411  26  8 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

1  6,0411  2,386  3,560  82  19 

No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

8,106  3,9991  4,0211  6|  13 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  | 

DEM 

6,260  2,489  3,674  77  20 

No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

5,822  2,878  2,892  42  10 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

5,928  2,332 1  3,50 1|  78 1 
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PiTT 


Choice 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


One  Stop 


Abs  Mail 


Provisional 


Person  I  Nc  court  of  appeals  judge  seat  2  1  Bandra  Alice  Ray  1 

REP 

2,271|  1,153  1,089  24  5 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  I 

REP 

7,872  3,8601  3,931|  63  12 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr.  1 

LIB 

402  236  159  4  3 

Pllegra  Katherine  Collins  | 

DEM 

6,0291  2;3^  3,554  80  18 

Nc  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  09  SEAT  1  I  Steven  E.  Hight 

DEM 

700  304  377 1  2 

Paul  Ross  1 

DEM 

4,264  1,542  2,662  48  12 

Lawrence  Tickle  I 

DEM 

1,634  882  728  15  9 

ilohn  Dunlow  I 

REP 

7,74H  3,766  3,906  65  10 

Nc  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  09  SEAT  2  I  Cindy  Sturges 

REP 

8,000  i  3,96?|  3,956  65  12 

Mitchell  Styers 

DEM 

824  398 1  411]  13  2 

Carolyn  J.  Thompson  | 

DEM 

1  5,491|  2,108  3,300  64  19 

Person  county  board  of  commissioners  I  Tammle  Kirkland  I 

DEM 

4,746  1,870|  2,80 1|  63,  12 

(Javid  Newell,  Sr.  I 

REP 

7,840  3,789  3,980 1  61]  10 

Cynthia  C.  Petty 

DEM 

6,598  2,683  3,820  78 1  ^ 

Kyle  W.  Puryear  I 

REP 

7,362  3,608  3,680  62  12 

Person  county  clerk  of  superior  court  I  Deborah  L.  Barker  ^  |  DEM  |  10,859  4,822  5,894 1  Ti|  26 

Person  county  sheriff 


I  Dewey  E.  Jones 


c 

i 


ERSON  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
lUPERVISOR 


Russell  G.  Horton 

Cal  Berryhlll 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish" 


]EZ 


Against 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


]E^ 


maximum  income  tax  rate  of  7.0% 


Against 

Against 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


]E^ 


Against 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


]E^ 


Against 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


]E^ 


]US  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  oT 


Against 

]  Roger  W.  Allison 


^Prep  I 
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County 


Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


B.  K.  Butterfield  | 

DEM 

16,025  6,416  9,028  212  369 

Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  03  |  ftfalter  B.  Jones  1 

REP 

27,396 1  12,161|  14,635  302  298 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  05  |  Kimberly  Robb  | 

REP 

26,372  12,225  13,605  209  333 

Don  Davis 

DEM 

32,890  12,983  18,712  574|  62l| 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  008  |  Brenda  Letchworth  Smith  | 

REP 

8,515  4,533  3,798  85  99 

Kandie  D.  Smith 

DEM 

15,5701  6,5011  8,463  298  302 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  009  |  Greg  Murphy 

REP 

17,2341  7,2811  9,658  116  173 

Kris  Rixon  | 

DEM 

11,510  4,006  7,078  212  214 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  012  |  George  Graham 

DEM 

1  2,641  1,1681  1,4171  34  28 

Chris  Humphrey  | 

REP 

3,470  1,6251  1,7871  26  32 

District  attorney  district  03  I  Glenn  Perry 

REP 

28,2731  13,081|  14,6391  ^  332 

iFaris  Dixon  I 

DEM 

31, 045  i  12,1111  17,748  559 1  ^ 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

19,754  8,894  10,492  164  204 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

7,976  3,875  3,910|  ^  134 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

30,685  11,985  17,533  558  609 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

26,696  12,335  13,823|  ^ 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  | 

DEM 

31,4791  12,331|  17,977  559  612 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Kefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

20,640  9,482  10,750 1  15^1  ^ 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

30,202  11,733  17,336  5361  ^ 

Bandra  Alice  Ray  | 

REP 

7,3^  3,446  3,750  79|  9| 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

1  25,4471  11,6051  13,3471  202  293 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr.  1 

LIB 

1  2,921|  1,541|  1,259  29  92 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

30,122|  11,641|  17,366|  ^  568 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  03A  SEAT  1  |  Mario  E.  Perez  1 

DEM 

20,540  8,300 1  11,64l|  298 1  30il 

llarrette  Pittman  I 

DEM 

14,828  5,899  8,299  288  342 

Daniel  Hines  Entzminger 

REP 

23,6421  10,831|  12,321|  188  302 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  03A  SEAT  2  |  Lee  Teague  | 

REP 

36,82|  1 6,775 1  19,161|  346  542 

PiTT  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT  1  |  Ann  Floyd  Huggins 

DEM 

1  6,64 1|  2,770  3,684 1  Til  116 

PiTT  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT  2  |  Mary  Perkins  Williams 

DEM 

5,4671  2,342  2,977  60  88 

PiTT  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT  3  |  Christopher  W.  Nunnally 

DEM 

5,026  2,035  2,763  103  125 

iRichard  Allsbrook  I 

REP 

4,9341  2,3111  2,529  29  59 

pITT  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT  4  |  Benji  Holloman 

REP 

5,6721  2,9711  2,594  50 1  ^ 

Alex  Albright 

DEM 

5,940  2,506  3,186  185  63 
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County 


PiTT 


Contest 


jpITT  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT  5 


Choice 


Party 

REP 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


Pitt  county  board  of  commissioners  district  6 


]  Qlen  Web^ 


REP 


pITT  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT 


pITT  COUNTY  SHERIFF 


PiTT  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICTT 


Pitt  county  board  of  education  district  2 


pITT  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  5 


pITT  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  7 


PITT  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
iUPERVISOR 


]  Sara  Beth  Fulford  Rhodes 


DEM 


]  Gary  Weaver 
Paula  Dance 


REP 


7,61«f 
8,248 
44,476  [ 
26,880  [ 


3,076 

3,485 


18,51?! 


12,41 1| 


tPEMil 


]  [Robert  Moore 


Gary  Davis,  Jr. 

[Tracy  Everette-Lenz~ 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous^ 


32,601 


]  Shawan  M.  Barr 


Amy  Cole 
Judy  Spell  Dupree 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous^ 
]  Anna  Barrett  Smith 
Levi  C.  Smith,  Sr. 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous 


]  Jackie  Deloatch 


Caroline  Doherty 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous^ 
Candace  Pearce 


Robert  Moore  (Write-In) 
Candace  Pearce  (Write-In) 
John  H.  Steadman 

WT.  Steve  Sutton 

Kay  Brown  (Write-In) 

Levi  Smith  (Write-In) 

Carl  A.  Briley 

Troy  Dreyfus  (Write-In) 

Scott  Carpenter 

Jared  Holland  (Write-In) 

John  H.  Steadman 
(Write-In) 

Jordan  Koonts  (Write-In) 


^  1,939 


12,859 

756 


One  Stop 

4,374  [ 
4,643 
24,595 
1 3,944  [ 
18,536 
1,133 


Abs  Mail 


~60i|i 


13 


16 


71 


52 

6231 


572 

32 

9 

29 

0 


Provisional 

93 

68 


~74i] 


318 

640 

18 

19 

22 

lO 
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POLK 


County 

Contest 

Choice 

Party  Total  Votes 

Election  Day 

One  Stop 

Abs  Mail 

Provisional 

Pin _ 1 

PITT  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 

■ 

\'T.- 

781| 

356 

394 

13: 

18 

lUPERVISOR 

Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish 

iFor  ■ 

gn 

34,408 

15,765 

17,740 

318 

585 

Against 


Utrengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


ftEQUIRE  PHOTO  ID  TO  VOTE 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  ELECTior^ 


Against  33,2471  14,1431  18,14711  4^  490 

Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  10  |  Patrick  McHenry  ■  1 

REP 

5,483  2,294  3,024  153.  12 

Bavid  Wilson  Brown  I 

DEM 

3,694  1,059  2,466  163  6 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  47  |  iRalBh  Hise  | 

REP 

5,345  i  2,2271  2,959  1481  Til 

Bavid  Wheeler  I 

DEM 

3,819  1.124  2,518 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  113  |  Cody  Henson 

REP 

1  5,34 1|  2,25||  2,92 1|  156,  ■  „12 

Sam  Edney 

DEM 

3,825  1,104  2,553  162  6 

BISTRICT  attorney  district  42  1  Greg  Newman 

REP 

6,634  2,688  3,743  189  14 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

3,928  1,614  2,206  99  9 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

i  1,5871  715  822 1  4^  3 

(Vllta  Earis 

DEM 

3,546  986  2,390  164  :.  6 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

5,295  2,223  2,9141  T4lri.'-^^HTT1 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  | 

DEM 

3,725  1,072  |  2,481|  16^1  ■ 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

4,050 1  1,721|  2,215  106  8 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

3,472  966  2,340 1  T^  5 

Bandra  Alice  Ray  | 

REP 

1 ,463 1  ^  835  36  5 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  fehuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

5,043  2,105  2,786  140  11 

(lichael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

492 1  241]  230 1  ^  0 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

3,459 1  93111  2,371||  T^  6 

POLK  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  |  Ray  Gasperson 

DEM 

4,8071  1,456  3,149  193  9 

Mari  Cartwright  (Write-In)  1,2641  4771  766  19  2 
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County 


Contest 


pOLK  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT 

POLK  COUNTY  SHERIFF 


POLK  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  COLUMBUS 
TOWNSHIP 


POLK  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  COOPER  GAP 
TOWNSHIP 


POLK  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  GREEN  CREEK 
TOWNSHIP 


POLK  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  TRYON 
TOWNSHIP 


POLK  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
SUPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisfT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Choice 

Tommy  W.  Melton 
Carolyn  Ashburn 
Paul  (Little)  Beiler 
fchrelle  Booker 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
]  Pam  Green  Hyder 
]  John  Metcalf  (Write-In) 
Tim  Wright 
BJ  Bayne 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
Geoffrey  M.  Tennant 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Against 


NORTH  CAROLINA  STATE  BOARD  OF  ELECTIONS 


November  06,  2018  General  Statewide  Election  Results  by  County 


Tuesday,  November  27,  2018 
Page  145  of  195 


County 

POLK 


RANDOLPH 


Contest 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  oE' 


No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  26 


No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  OTO" 


No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  07^ 


No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


No  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  19B  SEAT  1 

No  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  19B  SEAT  1 


No  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  19B  SEAT  3 


No  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  19B  SEAT  4 


Choice 

Against 


For 


Against 


B-  Mark  Walker 


ir  REP 


Watts_ 


William  (BIN)  McCasklll 
Jerry  W.  Tillman 


Bat  B.  Hurley 


Mary  Rulll 
Allen  Ray  McNeill 


tfim  Meredith 


Barbara  Jackson 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
Anita  Earls 
Andrew  T.  Heath 


ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


Jefferson  G.  Griffin" 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 


Chuck  Kitchen 


iiichael  Monaco,  Sr. 


Allegra  Katherine  Collins 
James  P.  (Jimmy)  Hill 
Sarah  Neely  Lanier 


J.  Brooke  Schmldly~ 


Andrew  W.  Davis 


Lee  GavIrT 


Bcott  Etheridge 


RANDOLPH  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  2 

RANDOLPH  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  3 


Darrell  Frye 


Bob  Kollm 


Bavid  L.  Allen 


lElworth  (Bool  Cheek 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


36,981| 


9,8g?| 


11,1471 


35,429 


18,7171 


5,620 
17,750 
4,477 
25,845  [ 
9,928 
9,998 
35,932 
10,260 
26,838  [ 
9,346 
9,359 
34,52| 


Election  Day 
1,626 

1,654 
1,512 
15,834 
4,052 
4,565 
15,220 
6,919 
2,006 
8,699 
2,1 36  r 


1,884 


9,5811 


39,713  [ 
28,428 


10,6071 


7,419 

37,629 


38,3811 


36,194 

10,140[ 

36,664 


9702 


4,656 

4,132 

15,403 

4,213 


11,4411 


3,788  [ 
4,106 
14,640 
989 
3,874 


17,0711 


1 1 ,833 
4,339 
3,510 
1 6,095  [ 
16,463 
15,493 


4,1711 


15,660 


3,993 


One  Stop 

3,095 

2,360 

2,903 

20,633 

5,606 

6,340 

19,713 

11,519[ 

3,484 

8,828 


2,251| 


10,64711  14,8471 


5,120L 

5,644 

20,035 

5,816 

15,048 


5,34 1| 


5,098 
19,419 
850 
5,493 
22,033 
16,255 
6,049 
3,740  [ 
20,9671  r 


21,342 

20,186 

5,746 

20,482 

5,495 


Abs  Mail 
180 

i2is; 

173' 

470 

210 

223 

452 

2571 


122 
212[ 
84 
320  r 


204 
450 
215[ 
320 
200  [ 
143i 
425 
39 
199 
555 
306 
203 


1^: 


530 

472 

203 
475  [ 

198 


44 

19 

19 

44 

22 

8 


Ti] 

6 

~3i1 

Til 

18 

44 

Jl 

29 

Jl 

12 

40 

6 

15 
54 
34 

16 
12 
50 
52 
43 

20 


3 


16 
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County 

RANDOLPH 


RANDOLPH  COUNTY  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 


Pity  of  arch  dale  mayor 


City  of  archdale  city  council  at-large~ 


City  of  archdale  city  council  ward  i 


Matthew  Canoy  (Write-In) 
Jonathan  Dillon  (Write-In) 
Matthew  Canoy 
Craig  Macon  (Write-In) 
Shane  Whitaker  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous' 
Brian  Biggs 

Brian  Biggs  (Write-In) 

Gary  Cook  (Write-In) 
jFred  Bui^ess,  Jr. 

[Todd  Cutler 

Todd  Cutler  (Write-In)  '  ^ 
Jarrett  Elliott  (Write-In) 
[Tommy  McDonald  (Write-Inf 

David  Moon  (Write-In) 

Darren  Vaughn  (Write-In) 
Toby  Strider  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous)  | 


]  Bert  L.  Stone 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


]  ilohn  A.  Glass 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
]  Larry  Warlick 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Contest 

Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 

RANDOLPH  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 

DISTRICT  4 

Nope  Haywood  ||  REP  |  36,386  15,525  20,350 1  4^  44 

Robert  (Bob)  Morrison  |  DEM  |  10,110  4,172  5,713|  20|  18 

Randolph  county  clerk  of  superior  court 

Pam  Hill  II  REP  |  40,665  17,405 1  22,64 1|  568 1  ^ 

Randolph  county  register  of  deeds 

Krista  M.  Lowe  |  REP  |  39,813  17,119  22,080  560  54 

RANDOLPH  COUNTY  SHERIFF 

lEric  Hicks  ||  LIB  |  7,805  3,630  4,040  125  10 

GregSeabolt  H  |  REP  |l  37,39l|  15,6171  21,22l|  510  49 

RANDOLPH  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 

Craig  Macon  32,743  13,796  18,431  480  35 

DISTRICT  SUPERVISOR 

City  of  archdale  city  council  ward  4 


]  Lewis  W.  Dorsett 
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County 

RANDOLPH 


lElCHMOND^ 


Contest 

leiTY  OF  ARCHDALE  CITY  COUNCIL  WARD  4 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisiT" 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  ELECTior^ 


iUS  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  6q~ 


No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  25 


No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  06^ 


BiSTRICT  attorney  DISTRICT  21~ 


No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


Choice 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
^ita  Earls 
Andrew  T.  Heath 
ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


ilefferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 


Chuck  Kitchen 


Michael  Monaco,  ^ 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 


Provisional 

0 
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Contest 

I  No  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  16A  SEAT  1 


Choice 


Party 


]  IShris  Rhue 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  16A  SEAT  3 


]  iBhevonne  Wallace 


Richmond  county  board  of  commissioners 


]  Herbie  Long 


Ren  Mos^ 


R(ck  Watkins 


[Tavares  Bostic 


Don  M.  Bryant 


ilim  Entwistle 


Richmond  county  clerk  of  superior  court 


]  tflckle  B.  Daniel 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 

9,659  4,884 

5,0431 


9,9g?i 


One  Stop 

4,443  [ 
4,6011 


Abs  Mail 


5,303 


2,789 


2,321 


7,i8iir 


6,236 

6,706 


3,322 
3,1 53  [ 


3,339  [ 

2,718 

3,29|| 


5,921  r 


3,091| 


Richmond  county  sheriff 


]  James  E.  Clemmons  ir^j^-HtjPFM  | 


E 

1 


.ICHMOND  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
lUPERVISOR 


Victoria  Smith 


5,570 
1 1 ,333  i 
11,916 
4,713 


2,848 


"57^ 


5,993 

2,426 


2,633 

2,588 

5,263 

5,553 

2,104 


Steve  Taylor  (Write-In) 
Jerry  Mac  Snead 
[Tommy  Deese 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Against 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  income  tax  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  election 


I  Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  0~9~ 


NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  13 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  6^ 


211 


212 

142 


111 


142 

159[ 

154 

99 

233 

235 

125 


Provisional 


121 


125 

45 

44 

54 

m 


49 

35 

130 

135 

58 
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County 


Contest 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  6^ 


District  attorney  district  20~ 


NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  16B  SEAT  1 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  16B  SEAT  2 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  16B  SEAT  3 


£ 


iOBESON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  2 


P 

m 


IOBESON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  4 


BOBESON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
BISTRICT  6 


E 

m 


IOBESON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  8 


Robeson  county  clerk  of  superior  court 


Robeson  county  sheriff 


Choice 

Barbara  S.  Yates-Lockamy 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


iCharles  Graham 


ilarrod  Lowery 


Matt  Scott 


Mian  Adams 


Barbara  Jackson 


Christopher  (Chris)  Angiin 
Anita  Earis 
Andrew  T.  Heath 


ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


ilefferson  G.  Griffin" 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Randra  Aiice  Ray 


iGhuck  Kitchen 


Michaei  Monaco,  Sr. 


Aliegra  Katherine  Coiiins 


Brooke  Lockiear  Ciark 


feck  Moodjf,  Jr. 


tfanessa  Burton 


]  Angeiica  Chavis  Mcintyre 


Paie  Deese 


Beriester  Campbeii 


Faiine  Lockiear  Diai 


Ray  Cox 
David  Edge 


Ijince  Herndon 


Bheiena  Smith 


]  Burn  is  Wiikins 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LiB 


DEM 


DEM 


REP.jj 


DEM^Ii 


DEM 


UNA 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


4,6S?[ 
1 1 ,496 
8,018 
19,710 
1 1 ,588  [ 
8,443 ; 
6,079 
14,9T| 
13,719 
15,523 
10,880 
14,556 
3,926 


12,821 


877 

15,698 


|23,651|| 


20,32i> 
9,385  r 


2,651 


3,054 

2,142 

3,033 
3,022  r 


2,5511 


5,255 

4,409 

9,878 


One  Stop 

1,898[ 
5,756 
3,399  [ 
9,038 


Abs  Mail 


BOBESON  SOiL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
jUPERVISOR 


David  Hedgpeth 


Michael  Worth  Herndon 


.5..024 
3,498  [ 
7,302 
8,098  [ 
7,629 
6,412 
7,100 
2,272 
7,546 
494 
7,763 

b12,4^ 


3,165 


2,41 1| 


6,929 

5,221 


7,200 
4,166 
^  6,80| 
1,513 
4,905  [ 
345 
7,243 
l1  0,265 


5,1111 


1 ,446 1 
1,455[ 
1,145' 
1,562 


3,972 

1,131 


1,421 


1,721| 


1,388 

1,146 

10,510 

10,8271 


Till 


266 


121 


429 
243  [ 
172, 
114 
376  [ 
268 
386 
202 
358 
95 


Provisional 

82 

219 

89 

365 

101| 

82 

56 

3071 


l26| 


16 
382 
■  554 

■31 


f460 

1^ 

45 

88 

zn 


58 

113 

566 

573 

406 


l2g[ 


126 
308 
100 
295 
46 
109 
22 
310 
■  380 


r33i 

119 

29 

84 

26 

25 

42 

392 

383 

198 


101 
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County 

ftOBESON 


Contest 


Choice 


Party 


1 


lOBESON  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
lUPERVISOR 


iloey  McLellan 


Total  Votes 

I  7,928 


Election  Day 

4,199 


One  Stop 

3,393 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Btrengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


[TOWN  OF  RED  SPRINGS  MIXED  BEVERAGE  ELECTION 


Against 


Abs  Mail 
199f 


Provisional 

13?| 


ROCKINGHAM  !  US  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  06  I  B.  Mark  Walker  ■  I 

REP 

21,038  9,380  11,345  2421  71| 

Ryan  Watts 

DEM 

11,2811  3,938  7,144|  161|  44 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  30  |  R.  Michael  Jordan  I 

LIB 

1  1,0371  476  538  20  3 

Jen  ManQrum 

DEM 

12,405  4,496  7,694  170  45 

Philip  E.  (PhlllBerqer  | 

REP 

18,848  8,343  10,220 1  ^  68 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  065  I  Michael  H.  (Mike)  Lee 

DEM 

10,0011  3,546  6,276  152  33 

|Houston  Barrow  I 

LIB 

2,220  1,149  1,045|  9 

Jerry  Carter 

REP 

1 6,464 1  7,381|  8,826  2061  5^ 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  091  I  feie  Hall 

REP 

2,158  794  1,343  13  8 

Ipichael  Booth  | 

DEM 

1,152  329  808  12  3 

Bteve  Brennels  I 

LIB 

80  38  40  2  0 

District  attorney  district  22  I  Uason  Ramey  1 

REP 

24,530  10,7731  13,38l|  293  83 

No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  I 

REP 

12,1141  5,2171  6,716  144|  M 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

7,968  3,689  4,154|  91]  34 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

11,5261  4,0971  7,222  165  42 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  I  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

19,8281  8,8271  10,7071  226  68 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

11,674  4,166  7,295|  1^  46 
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County 


Contest 


Choice 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


]  ilefferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
fendra  Alice  Ray 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


]  Chuck  Kitchen 


Michael  Monaco,  ^ 


Allegra  Katherine  Collins 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  17A  SEAT  1 


]  Chris  Freeman 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  17A  SEAT  2 


]  Christine  Fields  Strader 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  17A  SEAT  3 


I  Mike  Gentry 
Gabriel  E.  (Gabe)  Zeller 


Erica  Standfield  Brandon 


Rockingham  county  board  of  commissioners 


]  Charlie 


Elretha  Perkins 


Bockingham  county  board  of  education 

BT-LARGE 


Rockingham  county  clerk  of  superior  court 

Rockingham  county  sheriff 


E 


lOCKINGHAM  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 
tSTRICT  SUPERVISOR 


Craig  Travis 
Ann  Brady 
Virginia  M.  Hoover 

Doug  Isley 

Kimberly  W.  McMichael 
Paula  Harvell  Rakestraw 

Debbie  Smith 
Ophelia  Wright 
]  Joseph  L.  Irving 
il.  Mark  Pegram 

] Sam  Page 
John  Edward  Hagni 


Walter  H.  Moore  III 

David  J.  Price 

Benny  Sims 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisfT 


]EZ 


Against 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


]E^ 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


UNA 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


14 

10 

5 

19 

1 

11 

23 

23 

16 

2 

12 

19 

10 

17 

11 

10 


,1721 

,984 

,529 

,029 

,169 

236 

,428 

,282 

,769 

,719 

,169 

,363 

,093  [ 

,123 

,503 

,169 


6,2871 


One  Stop 

7,668  [ 


Abs  Mail 


3,862  [ 
2,499  [ 
8,428 
580 
3,926 
10,376 
1 0,290  [ 
7\^[ 
1,159 
4,3481 
8,546 


6,93lir 


2,9371  r 


10,318 

570 

7,105 

12,689 


12,631| 


8,9811 


1,525 


7,617ir 


3,5171 


7,505 
4,1 59  [ 
3,536 


10,520 
6,394 
9,343  [ 


7,141| 


6,438  L 


171| 

71| 

218 

14 

164[ 

284 

283 

205 

29 

161| 

233 

139:' 

221| 

169 

3^ 


Provisional 

46 

44 

22 

65 

5 


~4i] 


79 

78 

63 
6 

43 

64 
43 
54 
34 
38 
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County 

Bockingham 


BoWan 


Contest 

I  Strengthening  victims  rights 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


I  Us  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT^ 


Us  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  lT 


Nc  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  33 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  676~ 


Nc  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  OTT 


Nc  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  6^ 


District  attorney  district  27~ 


Nc  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


Choice 

Against 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


One  Stop 


Abs  Mail 


Larry  G.  Pittman 
Gail  Young 
Brandy  Cook 


Barbara  Jackson 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
Anita  Earls 
Andrew  T.  Heath 
iiohn  S.  Arrowood 


Jefferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Bandra  Alice  Ray 


Chuck  Kitchen 


Provisional 
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County 

Rowan 


Rowan  county  sheriff 


]  Kevin  L.  Auten 


E 

1 


IOWAN  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
lUPERVISOR 


Bruce  Rider 


t^gnar^  IWjM^I^West 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


iOWAN-SALISBURY  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
iEAT  1 


Kevin  Jones" 


I  mMrpnre  Bolen 


Rowan-salisbury  schools  board  of  education 

iEAT  2 _ 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous^ 
Dean  Hunter 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


E 

1 


IOWAN-SALISBURY  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
EAT  4 


[Travis  All^ 


389  L 
30,643  [ 


2011 


172 


15,83111  13,981| 


ROWAN-SALISBURY  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
iEAT  6 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
W.  (Jean)  Kennedy 


36iir 


Tsil 


30,539 


15,5821 


160 

14,1171 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisfT 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous^; 

1|For 


Against 


Btrengthening  victims  rights" 


For 


Against 


5,903 

17,535 

5,576 


183 
J  4.614 
6,875  [ 
15,598 
6,343 


Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 

No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Michael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

2,113  1,304  7491  51|  9 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

14,8421  6,781|  7,436  579  46 

No  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  190  SEAT  1  |  Anna  Mills  Wagoner 

REP 

36,905  18,828  17,128  848| 

No  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  190  SEAT  1  |  Kevin  Eddinger 

UNA 

27,594  14,283  12,453  779  79 

No  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  190  SEAT  2  |  Beth  Dixon  | 

REP 

35,6751  18,2271  16,518  833 1  9f| 

No  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  190  SEAT  3  |  Charlie  Brow/n  | 

UNA 

28,9911  14,973  13,152  786  86 

No  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  190  SEAT  4  |  aames  Randolph 

REP 

35,2911  18,062  16,318  819  98 

Rowan  county  board  of  commissioners  I  Uames  0.  Greene  | 

REP 

31,6451  16,1171  14,800  653  75 

Judy  Klusman 

REP 

31,803  15,985  1 5,004 1  741]  73 

Valeria  M.  Levy 

DEM 

13,893  6,4821  6,8fl|  559  45 

Latasha  Wilks 

DEM 

1  12,951|  5,966  6,415  524  46 

Gregory  C.  Edds 

REP 

31, 768 1  15,991|  15,0l7ll  ^  79 

Rowan  county  clerk  of  superior  court  I  Jeffrey  R.  (Jeff)  Barger 

DEM 

29,452 1  14,701|  13,785  886  80 

Rowan  county  register  of  deeds  I  Uohn  Brindle  1 

REP 

36,139  18,508  16,682  849  100 

16 

745 

20 

756 

19 
754 
441| 
859  [ 
350  r 


0 

86 

0 

84 

0 

99 

30 


31 
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Contest 

MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Choice 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Against 


Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day 
16,120 
6,952 
16,8771 

6,525 
7,870 
14,604 


13,330 


One  Stop 

14,798 
7,165 
15,019 
7,239  [ 
7,912 
13,448 
8,979 
12,400 


IISTRICT  1 


E 

m 


UTHERFORD  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
ilSTRICT  4 


Michael  Benfield 


REP 


17,8461 


9,0471 


8,440 


Abs  Mail 
776  [ 
434 
739 
48^ 


384 

805 

432 

753 


265 


Provisional 

9? 

34 

92 

40 

53 

73i 

62 

64 


RUTHERFORD  !  US  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  10  I  Patrick  McHenry 

REP 

16,431|  8,389  7,7^4  240  88 

David  Wilson  Brown  I 

DEM 

6,506  2,934  3,398  150  24 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  47  I  Ralph  Hise 

REP 

15,030  7,606 1  7,121|  220  83 

David  Wheeler  I 

DEM 

7,786  3,655  3,933  170  28 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  112  |  ©regory  James  Gallagher  | 

DEM 

6,706  3,112  3,413  i  24 

David  Rogers 

REP 

16,065  8,123  7,624  230  88 

District  attorney  district  4i  I  Ted  Beii  I 

REP 

18,095  9,292  8,439 1  9| 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  I 

REP 

10,703  5,225  5,278  152  48 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

5,332  2,904  2,305  84  39 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

6,4301  2,9311  3,321|  150  22 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  I  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

15,776  8,029  7,436  226  85 

John  S.  Arrowood  | 

DEM 

1  6,691|  3,042  3,470  156  2$ 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

11,782  5,926 1  5,631|  165  60 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

1  6,281|  2,838  3,268  150  25 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

4,282  2,243  1,950|  22 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  I 

REP 

15,245  7,675  7,263  223  84 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr.  I 

LIB 

9451  ^  346  16  6 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

1  6,21 1|  2,776  3,275 1  Hi]  19 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  29A  SEAT  1  |  Robert  K.  Martelle  i 

REP 

18,154  9,183  8,604  274  93 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  29A  SEAT  2  I  Corey  J.  MacKinnon 

REP 

6,033  3,288 1  2,60 1|  1031  ill 

iRandlf  Pool  I 

REP 

13,028  6,325  6,466  183  54 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  29A  SEAT  3  |  Lsura  Anne  Powell  | 

REP 

18,148  9,175  8,610  270  93 

Rutherford  county  board  of  commissioners  Bryan  a.  King 

REP 

18,120l  9,171|  8,579  274  96 

94 
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County 

Rutherford 


SAMPSON 


Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 

RUTHERFORD  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 

BISTRICT  5 

Baryl  Ray  Sims  ||  UNA  ||  5,517|  2,624  2,764  105  24 

Alan  Toney  |  REP  |  15,4151  7,80711  7,287|  239  82 

Rutherford  county  board  of  education 

BISTRICT  1 

Brandi  Edney  Nanney  |  REP  |  14,2251  7,281|  6,642  225  77 

Srent Washburn  ||  DEM  ||  8,391|  3,877|  4,326  155  33 

RUTHERFORD  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 

BISTRICT  2 

Brandon  Gosey  |  REP  |  14,936  7,555  7,079  222  80 

Theodore  (Leroy)  Kelly,  Jr.  |  DEM  |  7,682|  3,60l|  3,896  158|  2| 

RUTHERFORD  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 

BISTRICT  3 

Sherry  Hodge  Bright  ||  REP  |  18,3001  9,2271  8,715  266  92 

Rutherford  county  board  of  education 

BISTRICT  3  fUNEXPIRED) 

ttckFicklin  1  REP  |  17,043  8,664 1  8,031|  258  90 

Rutherford  county  clerk  of  superior  court 

Regina  M.Mapp  |  DEM  |  6,405  2,960  3,278  140  |  2| 

iteve  H.  Owens  ||  REP  |  16,494  8,333  7,834  245  82 

RUTHERFORD  COUNTY  SHERIFF  |  Chris  Francis  ||  REP  |  15,059  7,259  7,490 1  23|  73 

Jason  Ra^Wease  1|  DEM  ||  4,28l|  2,0271  2,148  89l  ^ 

iFreddie  Euten  ■  ||  UNA  |  3,609  2,053  1,484  52  20 

RUTHERFORD  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 

BISTRICT  SUPERVISOR 

Robin  Smith  16,093  7,906  7,868 1  25|  62 

Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish 

Btrengthening  victims  rights 

MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 

Require  photo  id  to  vote 
Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 

Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  elections 

Us  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  07~ 


Shannon  A.  Buckley 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous)  .. 


Against 


6,805  6,81? 

105  77 

8,730  7,984 

2,408  2,9ll 

8.609  8,120[ 

2,474  2,759  [ 

8,163  7,835 

2,969  3,07^ 

8,434  7,810 

2,796  3,198 

5,1871  5,555 

5.609  5,1071 

5,645  6,157l 

5,139  4,519 

186  89[ 

3,699  3,658 


236 

4 

249' 

130 

m 

Till 

252  [ 
130[ 
243 
144 

176 
202 
204 

177 

94  [ 


59 

0 

92 

12 

99 

9 

3 

89 

20 

66 


36 

68 

35 

3 

3 


NORTH  CAROLINA  STATE  BOARD  OF  ELECTIONS 


November  06,  2018  General  Statewide  Election  Results  by  County 


Tuesday,  November  27,  2018 
Page  156  of  195 


County 

SAMPSON 


Contest 

Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  oT" 


NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  10 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  62T 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  02^ 


District  attorney  district  05~ 


NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  04  SEAT  1 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  04  SEATT 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  04  SEATT" 


SAMPSON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  1 


lAMPSON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
DISTRICT  3 


Sampson  county  board  of  commissioners 

DISTRICT  5 


Sampson  county  clerk  of  superior  court 


Choice 


Party 


Sampson  county  sheriff 


David  Rouzer 


Brent  Jackson 


Uernon  R.  Moore 


Robert  E.  Freeman 


Raymond  Smith 
William  Brisson 
Martin  (Tony)  Denning 


Ernie  Lee 


Barbara  Jackson 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

iitflita  Earls  _  _ 

Andrew  T.  Heath 


ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


ilefferson  G.  Griffin" 


[Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 


Sandra  Alice  Ray 


Chuck  Kitchen 


Michael  Monaco,  SrT 


Allegra  Katherine  Collins 
Albert  D.  Kirby,  Jr. 


iHeniy  L.  Stevens  IV 


^aul  A.  Hardison 


Sarah  C.  Seaton 


Clark  Wooten 


Sue  Lee 


Willie  W.  Bowden,  Sr. 


[fhaddeus  L.  Godwin,  Sr. 


Chris  FanTT 


Tammy  H.  Grady 


]  Jimmy  Thornton 


Freddie  Butler 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


Total  Votes 


11,441| 


11,9ra^ 

7,3741 


Election  Day 

6,794 

7,0741 


2,8511' 


1,732; 


8,3211 


6,162 


11,531 


8,448 

2,969 


7,424 


11,301 


7,563 

8,964 


7,251| 


2,565 
10,934 
495 
7,410  i 
7,878 
1 1 ,299 
11,219 
12,916 
3,286 !' 


3,06 1| 


972 

2,473 

10,478 

8,823 


12,191| 


7,132 


3,65311 


i;,523 

~8T| 


5,1031 


3,179 
6,166 
4,975 
1,834 
3,665 
6,755 
3,763 
5,413 
3,584  [ 
i,48a[ 
6,530 
300 


3,6731 


3,915 
6,739  [ 
5,969 
7,594 


"2;2^ 


1,799 

494  [ 
1,060 

6,334 
4,385  i 
7,258 
3,486 


One  Stop 

4,532  [ 


4,70lir 


3,601 


1,300 

900 

3,136 

2,890 

5,223 

3,380 

1,109 

3,649 

4,439 

3,688 

3,475 


3,561 


1,041| 


4,299 

183 

3,625 

3,854 


4,44 1| 


5,105 

5jT4[ 

1,022 

1,238 


46 1| 


1,380 

4,034 


"4^ 


4,808 

3,540 


Abs  Mail 


1011 

92 
24 
14 
72 
80 

125 

78 

20 

93  [ 
96  [ 
92 
65  r 


Provisional 

18 

20 

18 

4 

4 

12 

13: 

23 

15 

6 


3:| 

88 

9 

92 

89 

102[ 

122 


l2|[ 


24 

23  [ 

13 

28 

94 

99 

105 

89  r 


j1 


j1 


20 


Til 


11 

3 

16 

20 

Jl 


23 

33 

3 


4 

5 

16 

22 

20 


Jl 
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County 

SAMPSON 


Scotland" 


Contest 

SAMPSON  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
SUPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


SiPARTISAN  BOARD  OF  ETHICS  AND  ELECTIOI^ 


]US  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  O'!" 


NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  25 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  6^ 


NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


Choice 

[Henry  E.  Moore 

Craig  Thornton 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous 


Party 


Total  Votes 

10,385 


Election  Day 

5,584 


One  Stop 

4,668  f 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
^|ta  Earls 
Andrew  T.  Heath 
ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


ilefferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 


Chuck  Kitchen 


^ichaef  JVfonaco,  Sj;. 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 


Abs  Mail 

1171 


Provisional 

16 
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County 


Contest 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  16A  SEAT  1 


Choice 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


One  Stop 


1  iGhris  Rhu^ 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  16A  SEAT  3 


]  iGhevonne  Wallace 


■GOTLAND  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
jPRING  HILL  TOWNSHIP 


■GOTLAND  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
■TEWARTSVILLE  TWP 


Bo  FrlzzelF 

Betty  Blue  Gholston 
Jim  Ivey 


Bcotland  county  clerk  of  superior  court 

Scotland  county  sheriff 

Scotland  county  board  of  education  at-large 


■GOTLAND  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
■TEWARTSVILLE  TOWNSHIP 


parol  McCall 
Matthew  Block 

]  W.  Philip  McRae 
]  Ralph  Kersey 
iiohn  Martin 

]  Darrell  (B.J.)  Gibson,  Jg 
Jacob  E.  Pate  ~ 

Summer  Woodside 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous' 
Raymond  Hyatt 


■GOTLAND  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
■UPERVISOR 


Gary  W.  Mauk 
Herman  Lee  Tyson,  Jr 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
Ryan  Gibson 

William  Trivette 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 

192  53 

177  53 

114|  ' 


129; 

ii2[ 

143 

105[ 

205 

125 

124 

122 

75 

150 

4 

133 

85 

129 

3[ 

112 


31 


42 


25 


59 

44 

29 
44 
20 

30 
0 

23 

25 

40 


35 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 
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County 


Bcotland 


gTANLY 


Contest 


] Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Scotland  county  local  sales  and  use  tax 


nus  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  08 


Nc  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  33 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT 


Nc  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  6^ 


District  attorney  district  29~ 


Nc  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  20A  SEAT  1 


Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  20A  SEAT  2 


Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  20A  SEAT  3 


■tanly  county  board  of  commissioners 

NT-LARGE 
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Choice 

Against 


Election  Day 

1,942 


One  Stop 

2,972 


iloejf  Davis 

^ichaelRnn _ 

Wayne  Sasser 
Karen  Webster 
T.  Lynn  Clodfelter 


Barbara  Jackson 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
Anita  Earis 
Andrew  T.  Heath 
ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


ilefferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 


Chuck  Kitchen 


Michael  Monaco,  Sr. 
Allegra  Katherine  Collins 
William  C.  (Bill)  Tucker 


REP 


ilohn  R.  Nance 


REP 


Beverly  Routh  Spencer 
Thai  Vang 


REP 


REP 


lane  Furr" 


REP 


Elaine  Coats  (Write-In) 


18,0911 


17,652 


6,961| 


13,344 

16,0531 


10,355 
10,173 
3,888  [ 
7,696 


308  [ 
2,381 

7,343 

7,095 


2,871| 


5,389 


3,551| 


1,752 


1,773 


Abs  Mail 

i24r 


14: 


Provisional 


44 

22 


m 


81 


12 
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County 


Contest 


Btanly  county  board  of  commissioners 

DISTRICT  1 


Btanly  county  board  of  commissioners 

DISTRICT  2 


Btanly  county  board  of  commissioners 
District  3 


Btanly  county  board  of  commissioners 
District  4 


Choice 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
Wke  Barbee 


Party 


Bill  Lawhon 


Tommy  Jordan 


Mke  Lambert 


Btanly  county  board  of  education  at-large 


Zachary  D.  Almond 
]  Anthony  Graves 


lloanne  Neel  Hesl^^ 


Btanly  county  board  of  education  district  i 


]  ileff  Chanel 


Btanly  county  clerk  of  superior  court' 


I  Michael  Huneycutt 


Btanly  county  sheriff 


Sscar  Banks  (Sonny) 
Hinson,  Jr. 


tfeff  Crisco~ 


Pity  of  albemarle  city  council  member  at-large 


5ITY  OF  ALBEMARLE  CITY  COUNCIL  MEMBER  DISTRICT 


CITY  OF  ALBEMARLE  CITY  COUNCIL  MEMBER  DISTRICT 


David  Morgan  (Write-In) 
Martha  E.  Hughes 
Benton  Dry  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
Shirley  D.  Lowder 

Benton  Dry 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
David  Morgan 

Chris  Whitley 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


ITANLY  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
lUPERVISOR 


Curtis  R.  Furr 


Elaine  Coats  (Write-In) 
[Terry  L.  Blalock 
Donna  Davis  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous 


[TOWN  OF  BADIN  TOWN  COUNCIL  MEMBER  AT-LARGE 


]  Llrry  Milano~ 


REP 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


Total  Votes 

250 

17,798 

17,870 

17,690 

7,653 

14,293 
1 4,244  [ 
7,782 
18,036 
18,290 
4,220 

17,978 


Election  Day  One  Stop 

119| 

To,3T| 


10,238 
10,188 
4,020  [ 
8,393 


81| 
7,094  [ 

7,246 

7,113 


8,361| 


3,7111 


Isj] 


548 


4,1101 

10,364 

10,479 

2,388 

10,208 

-  .  ‘  '4' 

1,563[ 

3 

90 

229  r 


5,609 

5,596 

3,421 


7,279 

7,405 

1,686[ 

7,383 

i 

2,05| 


3 

88 


31 1| 


Abs  Mail 
48 
30?| 


309 

309 

203 

218 

215 

209 

308 

324 

33 


Provisional 

2 

83 

77 

80 

33 

73 

72 

36 

85 

82 

29 


306  [ 

0 

79 

0 

2[ 

6 


81| 

0 

12 

0 

~31 

2 


Phillip  Burdge 
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County 

BTANLY 


Contest 


llrOWN  OF  BADIN  TOWN  COUNCIL  MEMBER  AT-LARGE 


TOWN  OF  BADIN  TOWN  COUNCIL  MEMBER  EAST 
BISTRICT 


TOWN  OF  BADIN  TOWN  COUNCIL  MEMBER  WEST 
BISTRICT 


PlTY  OF  LOCUST  MAYO^ 


fciTY  OF  LOCUST  CITY  COUNCIL 


HflLLAGE  OF  MISENHEIMER  VILLAGE  COUNCIL" 


Town  of  new  London  mayor 


Town  of  new  London  board  of  commissioners 


Town  of  Norwood  mayor 


Town  of  Norwood  town  council 


Town  of  oakboro  mayor 


Choice 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
Anne  Kelley  Harwood 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
Delorls  (Dee)  Chambers 


Party 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


]  Steve  Huber 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous)” 
]  Roger  Hypes 
J.R.  Mount 

Mandy  Watson 


il.C.  Burris" 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous)*' 
]  Michael  (Frizbee)  Herron 
pcah^  Edquist 
Peter  Edquist 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous 


]  Tate  Daniels 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous' 


]  Marcus  L.  Mullls 

Christy  Starnes 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous^ 

]  Harold  Thompson 
Linda  Campbell 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
]  Betty  Harrison 
Larry  McMahon 
Keith  Morgan 
Betty  O'Neal 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
]  Joyce  H.  Little 
Lisa  Cratty 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 

r‘-'' . w 


6 

3m 


196 

3 

215 


One  Stop 

3 

125 


142 


Abs  Mail 
0 


Provisional 

0 
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County  Contest 

STANLY  1  [TOWN  OF  OAKBORO  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONED 


[TOWN  OF  RED  CROSS  TOWN  COUNCIL 


[TOWN  OF  RICHFIELD  MAYOR 

Town  of  Richfield  board  of  commissioners 


Town  of  Stanfield  mayor 


Town  of  Stanfield  board  of  commissioners 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish 
Strengthening  victims  rights 

M/OCIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 

Require  photo  id  to  vote 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 


Choice 

]  Bud  Smith 

Bobby  Watkins 
Mike  Efird 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous)  ^ 
]  Jerry  Jordan  (Write-In) 

[lack  J.  Curlee 

Write-In  (Mlscellaneous)^3^^ 
]  Terry  R.  Deese 
Write-In  (Mlscellaneous^S||^| 
]  Jake  Long 

Louis  Schrenkel  (Write-In)  If 
ilason  Ritter 

Mary  Shaver 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous)  B 
]  Gregory  Lucas  (Write-ln]^^^| 
Kevin  N.  Barbee 
Richard  Huggins  (Wrlte-ln)--'^S 
Write-In  (MlscellaneousJ^^^J 
]  [lames  Griffin 

[lames  Kluttz 

Karen  Faye  Love 
Shades  L.  Connell 

Wally  Crawford 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous)  | 

1  For 

Against 

1|For 

Against 

[For 

Against 

1  |For 

Against 

1|For 


Party 


91 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 

I  5231  35 1| 

I  435  289 

488  340 

^  20 ; 

45  40 


5 
7i 
35 
90 
99  [ 
10  L 
6t 
444 
8 

339 

268 

i^r 

150 
50  . 


5 

42 

30 

69 

5?| 

■  .:i 

-i 

346 

S 

18 

276 

208 

HU 

109 

36 


1| 


17,810!  10.35TI 

^4,158  2,093 

17,858  10,284 

4,051|I  2,1271 

16,260  9,314 

^5,525 '  3,012 

T7,279|  9,9411 

4,916  2,622 

"“8,235  “  4,624 


One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


6  0 

7,04 1|  316 

1,950 1  lOT 

7,140  336 

1 ,828  ^ 

6,577 1  28?i 

2,353  136 

6,961  286 

27(^1  ^i4| 

3,399 1  1571 


J 

7j] 

□ 

0 

0 

□ 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

9 

0 

0 

3 
5 

4 

7j] 

□ 

0 

96 

8 

98 


.81 


24 

85 

20 

55 
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gTOKES" 


Contest 


] Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


gTANLY  COUNTY  LOCAL  SALES  AND  USE  TAX~ 


]US  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  05' 


Choice 

Against 


Party 


Total  Votes 


Election  Day 

7,355 


One  Stop 

5,305 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 
Virginia  Foxx 


Abs  Mail 

260  f 


258 

186 

244 

179 


Provisional 

4il 


61 


35 

50 

53 

49 


DD  Adams  | 

DEM 

4,065  1,966 1  2,01 1|  72  16 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  30  |  R.  Michael  Jordan  | 

LIB 

586  373  i  2011  5 1  l| 

Jen  Mangrum 

DEM 

4,143  1,999  2, 0591  Til  14 

Philip  E.  (Phil)  Berger 

REP 

12,365  6,8121  5,321  177  49 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  091  |  ICyle  Hall  | 

REP 

12,696 1  6,91 1|  5,564  172  49 

Michael  Booth 

DEM 

4,100  2,089  1,9251  71|  15 

gteve  Brennels  | 

LIB 

334  199  123  10  2 

District  attorney  district  23  I  Ricky  Bowman 

REP 

14,4331  7,9171  6,252  210  54 

Nc  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

7,683  4,082  3,466  110  25 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

4,9191  2,8571  1,970  66  26 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

3,933|  1,931|  1,92  111  ^  14 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

12,61 8 1  6,951|  5,446  170 1  ^ 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  | 

DEM 

4,150  2,03i  2,026  77  15 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

9,1051  5,017|  3,934 1  121]  33 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

3,788 1  1,841|  1,865  66  16 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

3,463  1,905  1,484  58  16 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

1  12,1071  6,61 1|  5,286  165  45 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

550  339  200  6  5 

Alleqra  Katherine  Collins  | 

DEM 

4,013  1,960  1,963  75  15 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  17B  SEAT  1  |  Spencer  G.  Key,  Jr. 

REP 

14,033  7,695  6,083 1  201|  54 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  17B  SEAT  2  |  Sretchen  Hollar  Kirkman  | 

REP 

1  5,46 1|  3,099  2,253  77  32 

Tom  Langan  | 

REP 

10,155  5,418  4,554  155  28 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  17B  SEAT  3  I  fiarion  M.  Boone  1 

REP 

13,898  7,626  6,014  202  56 

BTOKES  county  board  of  commissioners  I  iRick  Morris  | 

REP 

11,286  6,100  4,976  169|  41] 

Andy  Nickelston 

REP 

11,800  6,452  5,143  164  |  41] 

^lamie  Yontz  | 

REP 

12,043  6,520 1  53^1  1^  45 

Greg  Collins 

DEM 

6,294  3,300 1  2,86 1|  115  18 
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County 

STOKES ~ 


Surry 


Contest 

1  Stokes  county  clerk  of  superior  court" 


Choice 


Party 


]  jlason  Tuttle 


Total  Votes 

14,560 


Stokes  county  sheriff 


Stokes  county  board  of  education 


I 


ITOKES  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
lUPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  election 


1  Us  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  0~^ 


No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  30 


]  Mike  Marshall 


]  pat  Messick 


Adrian  Ramsey 
Mike  Rogers 
Katie  C.  Tedder 
Mien  Brown 

Dwayne  Bryant 
David  J.  Burge 
Zach  Burton 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
Dowell  Lester 

Michael  Hylton  (Write-In) 
ilohnny  East 
Rodney  Johnson  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Election  Day 

7,976 
8,259  r 


One  Stop 

6,316 


6,541 


10,226 


3,.574l 

2,166 

4,188 

3,629 

1,643 

2,804 

2,580 

1,488 

89 

5,5^  [ 


3,68?i 


2,140 

3,589 

3,045 

1,058 

1,853 

2,038 

1,019 

65 


4,471| 


Against 


Jen  Mangrum 
Philip  E.  (Phil)  Berger 


Abs  Mail 
212 


211 


113 
58 
82  [ 
129 
35 
64 
73 
42  [ 
6[ 
isef 


Provisional 

56 

62 

22 

15 


30 

14 

22 

16 


Ti] 


ji 
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County 


Contest 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  45 


Choice 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  6^ 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  6^ 


District  attorney  district  23~ 


NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  17B  SEAT  1 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  17B  SEAT  2 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  17B  SEAT  3 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


IWes  Luther 


Deanna  Ballard 


Men  Poindexter 


Sarah  Stevens 


iiohn  Worth  Wiles 


Kyle  Hall 


Wichael  Booth 


Steve  Brenneis 


Ricky  Bowman 


Barbara  Jackson 


Christopher  (Chris)  Angiin 
Anita  Earis 
Andrew  T.  Heath 


ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


ilefferson  G.  Griffin" 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Aiice  Ray 


fehuck  Kitchen 


Michaei  Monaco,  SrT 


Sllegra  Katherine  Coiiins 


Spencer  G.  Key,  Jr. 


iBretchen  Hoiiar  Kirkman 


Tom  Langan 


]  Marion  M.  Boone 


lURRY  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMiSSIONERS  CENTRAL 
BISTRICT 


w 


lURRY  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMiSSIONERS  MOUNT 
JRY  DISTRICT 


E 

m 


lURRY  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  SOUTH 
(STRICT 


Mark  A.  Marion 


Bill  Goins 


Eddie  Harris 


Burry  county  clerk  of  superior  couRf~ 


Keith  Senter  (Write-In) 
Karen  Osburn-Chandler 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
]  Kim  Goings  Thomas 


DEM 


REP 


CST 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


LIB 


REP 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


REP 


REP 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


3,199 

9,184[ 


9,993 


 JL37J[ 

6,378 

\T,8^[ 

209 

20,024 

11,772 
5,366  [ 
6,220 
16,803 
6,508 


12,60 1| 


6,051| 


4,544 

16,218 

784 

6,183 


im3[ 


12,078 

9,705 

19,716 

19,283 

18,546 

16,810[ 

120 

6,544 

34 

8,600 


1,439 


4,4911 


444 

4,594 


1,8911 


3,265 


861| 


119 
9,573 
5,430  r 


2,8411 


2,706 
8,1 06  [ 
2,848  [ 
6,043 
2,618 
2,223 
7,796 
442 1_ 
2,649 


9,251| 


5,748 
4,542 
9,456 
9,294  [ 

8,963 


8,1111 


49  [ 
2,863  [ 
18 
3,766 


One  Stop 

1,639[ 

4,448 

452 

5,119 

2,325 

2,953 

960 

82 

9,890 

6,021 


2,372  L 
3,282 


"3;^ 


6,215 
3,202  [ 
2,195 
7,980 


3,296 

9,515 

6,013 

4,868 

9,718 


9,441 


9,049 


8,240  L 


3 


3,4471 


4,570 


Abs  Mail 

1071 


215 
20  [ 
243  [ 
146 
143[ 
56 
6 

485 

275 

jH 


Provisional 

14 

30 

1| 

12 


210 


~Wi 


218 
296  [ 


108 
378 
19 
218 
470 
259 
268  [ 
464 


;46|[ 


455 


0 

210 

2 

235 


J| 

5 
2 

76 

40 

26 

22 

63 
25 

24 

18 

64 

6 

20 

78 

58 

H 

78 

~8i] 


79 

62 

0 

24 

0 

29 
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County 

jURI^ 


Contest 

1  Surry  county  clerk  of  superior  court" 


Choice 


Party 


Surry  county  sherTff" 


lURRY  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
iUPERVISOR 


ELKIN  CITY  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  CITY 
BISTRICT 


ELKIN  CITY  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  WEST 
BISTRICT 


MOUNT  AIRY  CITY  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
kT-LARGE 


m 


lOUNT  AIRY  CITY  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
(STRICT  A 


MOUNT  AIRY  CITY  SCHOOLS  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
BISTRICT  B 


Town  of  dobson  mayor 


]  L.  Neil  Brendle 


Total  Votes 

15,0851 


Election  Day 

7,32?| 


]  Steve  C.  Hiatt 


Town  of  dobson  board  of  commissioned 


Town  of  elkin  board  of  commissioners" 


Town  of  pilot  mountain  mayo"^ 


Jimmy  Combs 


pavid  Carl  Branch 


Chad  Keith  Chilton 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


iiane  Hill  Rileg 


Hatthew  Schrum 

Will  Ballard 
Ralph  Beshears,  Jr. 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous' 


Frank  Beals 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Tim  Matthev\/s 


Greg  Perkins 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous 


Kyle  Leonard 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Ben  Cooke^ 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous^ 
]  Ricky  K.  Draughn 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous 


]  tfohn  D.  Lawson 


J.  Wayne  Atkins 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
]  William  Gwyn 
Cicely  McCulloch 
Jeff  Eidson 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
]  Gary  T.  Bell 


One  Stop 

7,322 


12r“ 

660 

629 


994  [ 
891 


1,126[ 

5 

1,199 


1,621| 


8 

1,759 


jI3[ 


21 1| 


89 

105 

a 

715 
681 
678  [ 
16 
139 


15^C 

194 

5 

273  [] 
242 


"2^ 


79 


Abs  Mail 

376 


Provisional 

60 


0 

3 


32 

3 

70 


0 

9 

0 

3i 


:53 


50 

53 

0[ 

3r 


0 

3 

2 

0 

6 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5 

3 

2 
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County 

SURI^ 


BWAIN 


Contest 

llrOWN  OF  PILOT  MOUNTAIN  MAYO^ 


Choice 


TOWN  OF  PILOT  MOUNTAIN  BOARD  OF 
COMMISSIONERS 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisfT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  income  tax  RATE  OF  7.0% 


PEOUIRE  PHOTO  ID  TO  VOTE 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


]US  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  lT 


No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  50 


No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  iT9~ 


District  attorney  district  43~ 


No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


One  Stop 

85 


Christopher  (Chris)  Angiin 
Anita  Earis 
]  Andrew  T.  Heath 
ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


Provisional 

0 
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County 


Contest 


Choice 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


]  ilefferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
fendra  Alice  Ray 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


]  Chuck  Kitchen 


Michael  Monaco,  ^ 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30  SEATT 


Allegra  Katherine  Collins 
]  Donna  Forga 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30  SEAT^ 


]  Leo  J.  Phillips 


Kristina  L.  Earwoo^ 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  30  SEATs" 


iWAIN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
CHAIRMAN _ 


Roy  Wijewickrama 
Ben  Bushyhead 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Swain  county  board  of  commissioners  members  |  tfohn  S.  Parton 


Kevin  Seagle 


Holly  Bowick 


■wain  county  board  of  commissioners  members 

tUNEXPIRED  TERMj 


■wain  county  board  of  education 


■wain  county  clerk  of  superior  court" 


Danny  Burns 
Roger  Parsons 

Carolyn  Bair 
]  Shirley  Q.  Grant 
[Travis  Hyatt 
Kimberly  N.  Carpenter 
]  Misti  Watson  Jones 


■wain  county  register  of  deeds 


]  tSiana  Williamson  Kirkland 


■wain  county  sheriff" 


IWAIN  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
lUPERVISOR 


I  Rocky  Sampson 
Curtis  A.  Cochran' 

William  Roy  Shuler 

Avery  Taylor 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


1,709 
2,033 
1,015 
2,494 
280  [ 
2,079 


645 
702 
383  [ 
929 


One  Stop 

1,030 

1,290 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 


HE 


1171 


716 


3,36l|r 


1,2371 


1,518 
159 
1,315 
2,054  [ 


1,454 

2,719 

3,060 

3,258 


2,068 
2,390  L 
2,350 
2,542 
2,898  r 


569  [ 
998 
1,072 
1,214 

286 

688 


861 


896 

930 


1,0311 


1,659 

1,925 

1,977 

518 
1,335 
1 ,470 
1,399 
1,558[ 
1,808 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisfT 


]E^ 


Against 


■trengthening  victims  rights" 


]E^ 


30 

38 

~2i1 

45 

43 

59 

59 

59 

13 

40 

40 

52 

54 


4 
3 
0 
2 
■2 

5 
3 
3 

3 

4 
8 

0 

5 
3 
3 
3 
5 
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County 

SWAIN 


TRANSYLVANIA 


Contest 

1  Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Swain  county  local  sales  and  use  tax 


Choice 

Against 


Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop 

■  1,672  546  1,1C^: 


i.igmr 


i,9oiir 


2,346 


632 

1,238 

654 

584 

1,122 

733 

1,005 

995 

901 


1,198 
1,915 
1,228 
992 
1,928 
1,299 
1,658 
1,743 
1 ,398 


Provisional 

2 


Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  1 1  |  Clifton  B.  Ingram,  Jr.  ^^“FliB 

1  36||  1^  175  8  3 

Nark  Meadows 

REP 

8,912  3,856  4,815  215  26 

Phillip  G.  Price 

DEM 

6,516  1,708  4,560  235  13 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  48  |  Norm  Bossert  i 

DEM 

6,813  1,860  4,700  239  14 

Chuck  Edwards  I 

REP 

8,888  3,8451  4,801  208  28 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  113  |  Cody  Henson 

REP 

8,398 1  3,641|  4,54 1|  190  26 

Sam  Edney  | 

DEM 

7,286  2,0661  25|  16 

District  attorney  district  42  I  Greg  Newman 

REP 

11,436  4,560  6,553  288  35 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

6,733  2,720  3,852  144|  l| 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

2,366!  1,1671  1,124  65  10 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

6,434  1,722  4,460 1  2^  15 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

8,719 1  3?^  4,735 1  1^  26 

llohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

6,753  1,834  4,658  245  16 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

6,263  2,645  3,469  129  20 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

6,279  1,670|  4,371|  224  14 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

2,825  1,233  1,516  70  6 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

1  8,4271  3,61 1|  4,595  195  26 

(lichael  Monaco,  Sr.  I 

LIB 

633  299  313  19  2 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

6,376 1  1,671|  4,459  233  13 

Transylvania  county  board  of  commissioners  I HV.  David  Guice  I 

REP 

7,830  3,060  4,549  203  18 

Hike  West 

UNA 

5,674  1,939  3,554  170 1  11| 

Davis  A.  Whitfield-Cargile 

UNA 

5,574  1,523  3,848  193  10 
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County 

TRANSYLVANIA 


TYRRELL 


Contest 

[TRANSYLVANIA  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 

[TRANSYLVANIA  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 


[TRANSYLVANIA  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT 

[TRANSYLVANIA  COUNTY  SHERIFF 


TRANSYLVANIA  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 
aiSTRICT  SUPERVISOR _ 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisTT 


Strengthening  victims  rights' 


M/OCIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Transylvania  county  general  obligation 

aCHOOL  BOND 


Us  HOUSE  OF  representatives  DISTRICT  03 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  01 


No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  Om 


District  attorney  district  02 


Choice 

]  Will  Cathey 
]  Marty  Griffin 
Richard  Klmsey  Jackson 
tfoe  CastTo 

Courtney  Domokur 


Party 


Total  Votes 
7,964 


Election  Day 

3,390 


One  Stop 

4,354 


Abs  Mail 

192 


Provisional 

28 
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County 

TYRRELL 


Contest 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEATT 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 
NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  02  SEATT 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  02  SEAfT~ 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  02  SEAf^" 

TYRRELL  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS~ 

TYRRELL  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COUf^ 

TYRRELL  COUNTY  SHERIFF 


Choice 

]  Barbara  Jackson 

Christopher  (Chris)  Angiin 
Anita  Earis 
]  Andrew  T.  Heath 
ilohn  S.  Arrowood 

]  ilefferson  G.  Griffin 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Bandra  Aiice  Ray 

]  Chuck  Kitchen 

Hichaei  Monaco,  Sr. 

Wiegra  Katherine  Coiiins 
]  Wayland  J.  Sermons,  Jr. 

]  Barah  A.  Homes 

Darreii  B.  Cayton,  Jr. 

]  f^gina  R.  Parker 

]  Nina  Basnight  Grisweii 
Jordan  R.  Davis 

]  Angie  Etheridge  Sexton 
]  R.  Kevin  Sawyer  _ 


Party 

REP 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

DEM 

REP 

REP 

LiB 

DEM 

DEM 

REP 

DEM 

DEM 

DEM 

REP 


DEM 


Tyrrell  SOiL  and  water  CONSERVATiON  DISTRiCT 

BUPERViSOR 


Carl  Jones 


Panielle  Carawan 


Total  Votes 

404 

272 

561 

642 

585 

533 

543 

158 

45 
578 
915 
564 
710 
958 
54 1| 

768 

1,1^ 

1,092 

906 

683 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisTT 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 

1  |For  I 

Against 


E3  936 
E3  348 


Btrengthening  VICTIMS  rights' 


]EoF 


95^ 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 

NeOUIRE  PHOTO  ID  TO  VOTE 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 

Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  elections 


Against 

|For 

Against 

1|For 

Against 

1|For 

Against 


Election  Day 

190 

140 

338 

318 

335 

268 

3ii 

72 

298 

29 

f  “_*'33| 

504 

293 

3871 

520 

325 

371| 

625 

594 

46n 

340 

15 

503 

181 

506 

181| 

420 

266 

423 

275 

230 

4271 

266 


One  Stop 
208 


Abs  Mail 
6 


Provisional 

0 

0 

3 
0 

4 

0 

2 

0 

0 

0 

3 

3 

0 

2 

3 

3 

0 

■I 

1| 

0 


330 1  121  M 

12  0  0 

422  8  3 

156  5  0 

4^  6  3 

1431  '  11  0 

^83 

169  4  0 

400  6  2 

3^  61  i] 

246  4  0 

292  9  3 

263  3|  1 
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Against  688  396  280  10  2 


Union  I  Us  house  of  representatives  district  09  lllark  Harris  ■§  II  REP  |  51,645  21,418  29,065  944  218 

Dan  McCreadv  1 

DEM 

34,126  12,550  19,9231  1,471|  182 

lleff  Scott  1 

LIB 

1,589  888  638  46 1  ^ 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  35  |  Todd  Johnson  I 

REP 

49,848  20,878 1  27,81 1|  955  204 

Caroline  L.  Walker  I 

DEM 

31,188  11,369|  18,281|  1,358  180 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  36  |  Paul  R.  Newton  I 

REP 

4,273  1,806  2,396|  ^  15 

Mark  E.  Shelley 

DEM 

1,514  516  919  77  2 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  055  I  Mark  Brody 

REP 

14,923  6,8201  7,82711  23il  45 

iFrank  Deese  I 

DEM 

5,369  2,132  3,024  186|  2| 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  068  I  ttck  Foulke 

DEM 

15,009  5,116  9,048  782  63 

Craig  Horn 

REP 

21,138  8,433l  12,161|  4731 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  069  |  Dean  Arp 

REP 

18,029  7,322  10,318  310  79 

ilennifer  Benson  I 

DEM 

11,8811  4,448  6,930  450  59 

District  attorney  district  30  I  (Trelf  Robison  1 

REP 

63,188  26,546  34,8821  1,49l|  269 

No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Darbara  Jackson  I 

REP 

39,963  16,369  22,688 1  ^  149 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

15,0291  6,71 1|  7,942  294  82 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

31,008  11,015  18,443  1,374  176 

No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  I  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

54,073  22,'74f|  30,101||  1,001  223 

John  S.  Arrowood  | 

DEM 

31,7291  11,3271  18,8031  1,421|  178 

No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

40,1571  16,652  22,630  719  156 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

29,7671  10,474  17,8121  1,317|  164 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

14,885  6,166  8,299  344  76 

No  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  I 

REP 

51,689  21,425  29,096  955  213 

yichael  Monaco,  Sr.  I 

LIB 

4,022  2,056  1,816  125  25 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

29,985 1  10,481|  17,9971  1,342  165 

No  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  20B  SEAT  1  |  Chris  Bragg  | 

REP 

62,749  26,440  34,5^:  1,472  285 

Union  county  board  of  commissioners  I  Dennis  Rape 

REP 

51,484  21,139  29,053|  1,101||  191| 

Stony  Rushing 

REP 

52,4271  21,512  29,550  1,163  202 

Jerry  B.  Simpson 

REP 

52,396  21,316  29,683  1,208  189 

Bteven  Davis  I 

DEM 

34,1531  12,7171  19,794  1,450  192 

Union  county  board  of  education  at-large  I  Travis  R.  Kiker  I 

REP 

1  53,831|  22,4031  30,20 1||  1,001|  226 

Dan  Zeller  I 

DEM 

31,912  11,544  18,775  1,415  178 
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Uance 


]  Union  county  board  of  education  district  3 


Union  county  board  of  education  district  4 

Union  county  board  of  education  district  6 


Choice 
]  Gary  Sides 

I  lUelissa  Merrell 


Party 


REP 


REP 


I  Kathy  Heintel 


REP 


Union  county  clerk  of  superior  court" 


l.R.  Rowell 


REP 


Union  county  sheriTF 


[Eddie  Cathey 


Total  Votes 

9,280 

12,175[ 


Election  Day 

3,834 


5,4511 


13,7011' 


UNION  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
iUPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  income  tax  RATE  OF  7.0% 


PEOUIRE  PHOTO  ID  TO  VOTE 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Union  county  public  facility  bonds 


Union  county  public  safety  bonds 


]US  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  oT 


No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  03 


No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  03^ 


District  ATTORNEY  district  io~ 


No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


Wayne  S.  Moser 


[Edward  B.  Staton 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Against 


I  Terry  Garrison 
Robert  Shingler 


]  Mike  Waters 


]  Barbara  Jackson 


63,298 
64,146  [ 
57,704  [ 

44,309 

IKW  58,823 
26,795 


5,142 

26,608 


One  Stop 

5,244 

6,450 

8;082[ 

34,925 


27,3711  r 


34,891| 


22,7811 


16,799 

4861 


33,203 


32,006  [ 
16,840 

33,376 

15,492 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 


Abs  Mail 

179 

2231 


441[ 


1,499[ 

1,585 

1,478 

1,388 

46 


Provisional 

23 


42 


271 


293 

236 
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County 


Contest 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  09  SEATT 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  09  SEAT^ 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  09B  SE/^ 


'ANCE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT 


'ANCE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT 


FANCE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT 


UfANCE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  1 

VANCE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  2 
USANCE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  6 

USANCE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  7 

USANCE  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT 
UfANCE  COUNTY  REGISTER  OF  DEEDS 

UfANCE  COUNTY  SHERIFF 


Choice 
Anita  Earls 
]  Andrew  T.  Fleath 
ilohn  S.  Arrowood  ~ 

]  itefferson  G.  Griffin 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 
]  Chuck  Kitchen 

iiichael  Monaco,  Sr. 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 
]  Steven  E.  Flight 

Saul  Ross  ~ 

Lawrence  Tickle 

tfohn  Dunlow  ~ 

]  Cindy  Sturges 
Mitchell  Styers 
Carolyn  J.  Thompson 
]  Ben  Flunter 

Michael  W.  Putney,  Jr. 
Gordon  Wilder 

pan  Brummitt  ~ 

(Ihomas  STTlester,  Jr. 

plorla  Jefferson  White  ~ 

Parlynn  P.  Oxendine  ~ 

]  Margaret  A.  Ellis 
]  iRuth  McCune  Flartness 

]  Henry  Gupton 

]  Cassandra  D.  Neal 
]  Charles  Pulley 
Mien  Simmons 

Curtis  Rodney  Brame  fJX 


Party 


I  DEM 

I  REP 

II  DEM 

II  REP 

I  DEM 

I  REP 

II  REP 

||  LIB 

I  DEM 

II  DEM 

II  DEM 

I  DEM 
1|  REP 

I  REP 

I  DEM 

I  DEM 

II  DEM 

I  DEM 

I  DEM 


1^^ 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


UNA 


l^ANCE  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 

Thomas  Farmer 

lUPERVISOR 

Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop 

8,377 1  3,241|  5,018 

5.353  2,222  3,054 

8,459  3,262  5,076 

3,6151  1,47T|  2,082 

8,225'  3,1721  4,9311 

1,931ir  82n  1,086 

5,053  2,076  2,904 

421  192  230 

8,3431  3,23;|  4,984  [ 

1 .354  520  805 

6,940  2,629  4,233 

1,654  7691 

4,084  1 ,646  2,37  i| 

5,08?|  2,136  2,880  [ 

1,361|  596  739 

7,577  r  2,82?ir  4,65l|r 

1,676  /  _  674  972 

.2,974  1.250  1,685 

1 ,494 1  5471  925 

1,558  /  ^  ‘70i  834 

1,506  632  852  [ 

1 ,846  827i  9^  [ 

1,599  646  946 

j/2^ 47|  7311 

2,031|  790  1,2011  [ 

11,2751  4,42n  6,700 

11,121|  4,409  6,56i| 

3,822  1,5651  2,19||[ 

2,915  1,179  1,713[ 

7,552  2,9261  4,50?! 

I  7,492  3,0031  4;3.7i[ 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 


106,  12 

72  5 

108  13: 

53  3 

1051 

20  4 

68  5 

3  2 

TTill  111 

29  0 

69  9 

24  4 

62  5 

/H  4 

251  1| 

/n  12 

29 1  1| 

35  4 

22  0 


22  0 


~^l  11 

~2i|  5 

6|  i| 

13  0 

~3i]  3 

13,3  15 

1341  m 

^  3 

IjI  6 

110  9 

33  10 
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^ANCE 


Contest 


IfANCE  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
jUPERVISOR 


Choice 
Ardls  Crews 


Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day 

7,306  2,765 


One  Stop 

4,436 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Against 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 

92  13: 


WAKE  Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  02  I  George  Holding  H 

REP 

85,151|  48,900  32,702  2,998 1  55l| 

lleff  Matemu  I 

LIB 

5,593 1  3,551|  1,750  232  60 

Linda  Coleman  I 

DEM 

1  87,591|  36,525  45,523  4,950  593 

Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  04  |  Barbara  Howe  | 

LIB 

9,543  5,828  3,294  279  *142 

Steve  A.  (Von)  Loor 

REP 

66,558 1  39,1  111  24,835  2,092  520 

David  Price  i 

DEM 

182,062  81,0881  93,4S1|  5,750 1  1,76?1 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  14  I  ^chard  Haygood 

LIB 

2,138  1,345  699|  2| 

Sandy  Andrews 

REP 

1  19,951|  1 1 ,4311  7,895  496  123 

Dan  Blue  1 

DEM 

55,035  24,37|  28,722  1,359  580 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  15  |  Brian  Lewis  I 

LIB 

3,005  1,846|  TO^I  6il|  4| 

Nan  David  Michael  I 

REP 

19,3651  11,82^  6,8011  566  165 

Ja#  J.  Chaudhuri  I 

DEM 

60,805  26,885  31,678  1,730  512 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  16  I  Brian  Irving 

LIB 

3,382  2,164  1,034  139  45 

Wiley  Nickel 

DEM 

63,335  28,065 1  32,15l||  2,66l|  458 

Paul  Smith  1 

REP 

30,308  17,704  11,383  1,019  202 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  17  I  Sam  Searcy 

DEM 

50,040  21,309  25,565  2,818  348 

Tamara  Barringer 

REP 

1  45,84 1|  26,460  17,498  1,569  314 

Bruce  Basson  I 

LIB 

3,016  1,993  880  102l  4il 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  18  |  Brad  Hessel  I 

LIB 

2,196  1,342  764  64  26 
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liack  Paul  j 

DEM 

37,84|  15,380  20,155  2,103  204 

ilohn  Alexander  | 

REP 

1  38,421|  22,0541  14,701  1,439 1  2^ 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  01 1  |  Travis  Groo  | 

LIB 

1,166  755  368|  ^  26 

|\fler  Brooks  I 

REP 

9,179  5,568  3,2l4  299  98 

Nllson  Dahle  I 

DEM 

23,266  10,522  11,728  7751  ^ 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  033  |  Rosa  U.  GIN 

DEM 

23,900  9,786  13,450  475  189 

ji^ne  Murtha 

REP 

6,468  3,8701  2,3S||  ITll  40 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  034  |  Cap  Hayes 

LIB 

970 1  ^  332  30 1  ^ 

Brier  Martin  | 

DEM 

26,348|  12,041|  13,190  919  198 

Catherine  Whiteford 

REP 

12,903  7,872  4,544 1  391|  96 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  035  |  Bhrls  Malone  | 

REP 

20,668  11,585  8,2521  68l|  150 

Michael  Nelson  I 

LIB 

1,5321  ^  486  54  15 

[Terence  Everitt  | 

DEM 

23,18|  9,510  12,3^1  1,151|  164 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  036  |  Robyn  Haley  Peqram 

LIB 

1,305  832 1  4^  55 1  i| 

ilulle  von  Haefen  | 

DEM 

1  21,551|  8,574  11,594  1,276 1  To| 

Nelson  Dollar  | 

REP 

1  20,6671  11,672  8,180|  88 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  037  |  Buy  Mellleur  | 

LIB 

1,018  705  268  36  9 

^lohn  B.  Adcock  I 

REP 

21,859  13,1321  7,787|  763  177 

Mrs.  Sydney  Batch 

DEM 

22,803  1 0,528 1  10,891|  1,192,  192' 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  038  |  [Tvonne  Lewis  Holley  | 

DEM 

23,985  11,4191  11,847||  4^  252 

Ken  Bagnal 

REP 

4,532  2,874  1,5271  113  18 

Bobby  Yates  Emory 

LIB 

768 1  ^  233 1  2il  13 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  039  |  Barren  Jackson  | 

DEM 

24,172  10,068  13,326  555  223 

Martin  MatuszewskI  i 

LIB 

789 1  4^  268  24  6 

Rhonda  Allen 

REP 

1  11,441|  6,121|  5,026  234  60 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  040  |  tfoe  John  | 

DEM 

24,193  9,733  12,988  1,390  82 

pavid  Ulmer  | 

LIB 

1,7671  1,059  639  55  14 

Marilyn  Avila 

REP 

21,256  11,988  8,354  818  96 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  041  |  [Emmanuel  Wilder  | 

REP 

13,2621  7,7271  4,958  475  102 

Gale  Adcock 

DEM 

1  26,631|  11,872  13,290  1,315  154 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  049  |  Jonathan  Horst  | 

LIB 

1,086|  ^  339  36  20 

pavid  Robertson  I 

REP 

12,929  7,748  4,654  433  94 

Cynthia  Ball 

DEM 

27,538 1  12,61 1|  l‘3,573  1,149  205 
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WAKE  District  attorney  district  1 1  I  Nancy  (Lorrin)  Freeman 

DEM 

272,9631  119,261  140,226  10,892  2,578 

John  Walter  Bryant 

REP 

158,730  92,595  59,758 1  5,13T|  1,240' 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  i 

REP 

130,14711  75,26?|  49,690  4,302  888 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

38,838  23,51i  1 3,655 1  1,291|  380 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

1  261,2311  112,076  136,183i  10,431  2,535 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  I  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

1  160,9171  93,954  60,4741  5,28l|  1,208 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

267,639  115,855  138,500  10,706  2,579 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

126,666  73,146  48,524  4,064  932 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

255,934  109,160  134,177:  10,092  2,506 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

1  45,71 1|  27,295  16,286  1,774  356 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

150,179  86,8^  57,268  4,949  1,100 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

19,710  12,146  6,680|  631|  253 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

1  259,5211  111,238  135,4C®|  10,4271  2,454 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  10B  SEAT  1  |  Mince  Rozier,  Jr.  I 

DEM 

42,488  19,306  21,933  7781  471] 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  10D  SEAT  1  |  Keith  Gregory  I 

DEM 

48,873  22,365  24,159  2,010  339 

Matt  Van  Sickle 

UNA 

20,298  11,829  7,685  642  142 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  10A  SEAT  1  I  Michael  J.  Denning 

REP 

43,695  23,578  17,948  1,909  260 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  10B  SEAT  1  |  Craig  Croom  | 

DEM 

37,6521  16,7671  19,698  806 1  38il 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  10D  SEAT  1  I  Margaret  Phillips  Eagles 

DEM 

86,910  40,485  41,926|  3, 8071  692 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  10D  SEAT  2  |  Nicolette  Fulton  I 

UNA 

9,744  5,692  3,492  453 1  10| 

SNalter  Rand  j 

DEM 

33,698  15,315  16,789|  1,31l|  283 

J.  Brian  Ratledge 

REP 

38,615  22,395  14,779  1,232  209 

|Evan  Charles  Schreier  I 

REP 

8,685  5,206  3,126  2661  W\ 

Rebecca  Anne  Edwards  I 

DEM 

36,239  15,165  19,140  1,709  225 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  10D  SEAT  3  |  Ned  W.  Mangum  | 

REP 

69,004  38,404  27,545  2,570  485 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  10E  SEAT  1  |  Ms.  Sam  Hamadani  | 

DEM 

1  37,081|  16,0271  19,805  886  363 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  10E  SEAT  2  I  Louis  Meyer 

DEM 

37,294  16,073  19,974  879  368 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  10F  SEAT  1  |  Kris  D.  Bailey  I 

REP 

36,179  20,148  14,169  1,593  269 

INAKE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT  1  |  Sig  Hutchinson 

DEM 

264,5871  114,488  137,099  10,525  2,475 

Greg  Jones 

REP 

152,5891  88,531|  57,895  5, 0221  1,141| 

Him  Jowers  1 

LIB 

13,449  8,360  4,484  393  212 

NfAKE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  DISTRICT  2  |  |Frann  L.  Sarpolus  | 

REP 

1 55,545 1  90,641|  58,648  5,053  1,203 

Matt  Caiabria 

DEM 

272,249  118,9131  1 39,92 1|  10,829  2,586 
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County  Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


WAKE  Wake  county  board  of  commissioners  district  3  I  Uessica  Holmes  I 

DEM 

299,6951  136,8111  148,419  11, 558 1  2,90? 

Wake  county  board  of  commissioners  district  4  I  Kim  Coley 

REP 

163,394  95,575  61,194  5,375  1,250 

Busan  P.  Evans  I 

DEM 

265,2491  114,5011  137,673  10,522|  2,54| 

Wake  county  board  of  commissioners  district  5  |  Kames  West  I 

DEM 

298,686  136,2731  147,971|  11,538  2,904 

Wake  county  board  of  commissioners  district  6  I  Greg  Ford 

DEM 

262,2401  113,191  136,113  10,418  2,512 

David  Blackwelder  I 

REP 

1  163,601|  95,2031  61,747||  5,39?|  1,254 

Wake  county  board  of  commissioners  district  7  I  Mex  Moore  I 

REP 

157,633  91,9S2  59,374  5,098  1,209 

Mickle  Adamson  I 

DEM 

267,7771  116,181  138,3721  10,6511  2,56l| 

Wake  county  clerk  of  superior  court  I  Jennifer  Knox  I 

REP 

175,0981  101,5611  66,232  6,033  1,272 

Blair  Williams  I 

DEM 

1  253,0611  108,220  132,503  9,825  2,513 

Wake  county  sheriff  I  Donnie  Harrison 

REP 

195,240  111,174  75,900 1  6,83|  1,329 

Gerald  M.  Baker  DEM 

236,137|i  100,731  123,729  9,180|  2,49l| 

Wake  county  board  of  education  district  1  I  Donald  Mlal  14,566  6,0101  8,0g|||  3^,  122 

Heather  Scott  (Write-ln)Jij^^l  8  5  3  0  0 

Heather  Scott  17,163  7,659 1  8,65l|  713  140 

Jim  Thompson  11,777  6,473  a  oasl  58 

Write-In  (MiscellaneousJ^T^^^^I  ^  356  194  - 1| 

IWAKE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  2  |  Brandi  Kraus  (Write-In)  ■  ^  16 0  0 

Monika  JohnsoivHostier  27/11^1  13,84l|[  li£Sg.12,09l|  963  219 

Peter  Hochstaetter  H  9  6  3  0  0 

(Write-In) 

J  0  0 

too 

"  32  9 

9,004  1,0191  151 

3  0  0 

l,9lj  9531 

6  0  0 

208  12  3 

22  0|  ~1\ 

15,277  503  226 

34  0  0 

5331  21|r  ■ 

12  0  0 


Wake  county  board  of  education  district  3 


Wake  county  board  of  education  district  4 


Wake  county  board  of  education  district  5 


ilohn  Tedesco  (Write-In) 

Heath  Early  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


]  Shaun  Pollenz 


Roxie  Cash  (Write-In)  dT' 
Roxie  Cash 
Jessica  Holmes  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 

]  Keith  A.  Sutton  (Write-In) 
Keith  A.  Sutton 
Donald  Mlal  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 

]  James  West  (Write-In) 


1|i^ 
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County 


Contest 


IWAKE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  6 


mfAKE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  7 


mfAKE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  8 


IWAKE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  9 


SPAKE  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
UPERVISOR 


Choice 
ilim  Martin" 


Party 


Logan  T.  Martin 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


]  iBhrlstine  Kushner 


Christine  Kushner  (Write-In) 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 

]  Kathy  Hartenstine 

Sandra  Wiggins  (Write-In) 

Karl  Rectanus  (Write-In) 

Elizabeth  Benjamin 
(Write-In) 

Ann  Mallly  (Write-In) 

Daniel  Sullivan  (Write-In) 
John  Burns  (Write-In) 

Kathy  Hartenstine  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 

]  Lindsay  Mahaffey 
Bob  Melone 

John  M.  Crowe 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 

]  Heather  Scott  (Write-In) 

Bill  Fletcher 

Leslie  Douglass  (Write-In) 
Lori  Towner  (Write-In) 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
Scott  Alexander  (Write-In) 


Jonathan  Garza 

|lan  McMillan 


David  Adams  (Write-In) 

Jennifer  (Jenna)  Austin 
Wadsworth 

Jonathan  Garza  (Write-In) 
David  P.  Adams 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 

23,008  10,384 


9,86?ir 


4,687! 


412| _ 

32,969 

8 

1,128 

28,813 

8i7 

40 

24 

6 

8 

1,375 
30,773 1 
T6,7(S 
2,303 

360 

5^ 

26,1  011 

gill 


13  L 


1,445 
85  f 


88,620 

104 

195,733 


17,055 

i 

566 

13,804 

It 

38  [ 
19 

5[ 


665 


13,291| 


9,594 

1,305 

186 

I 

12,7^; 

7o2. 


3" 


44,975 

41,933 

50 

93,789 

14 

42,528 


One  Stop 

11,619 
4,778 
_  2  24 
14,529 

6 

530 

13,849 


5L 

:3 

658  [ 
15,715 
6,479 
888 
154[ 

i[ 

11,962 

3 

690 

J4 

36,32| 
41,500 
52  [ 
92,375  [ 

16 

33,703 


Abs  Mail 

842 

314 

16 

1,088[ 

0 

24 
963  [ 
0 

0[ 

0 

0 

0 


1,565 

513 

86 


Ti] 


1 


1,222 

0 

0 

43 

0 

2,589 

4,594 


7,8371 


0 

2,420  f 


Provisional 

163 

88 

5 


l2g 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


13 

202 

116 

24 

9 

0 

163 

0 

0 

10 

0 

659 

593 


1,732 
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County 

Contest 

Choice 

Party 

Total  Votes  Election  Day 

One  Stop 

Abs  Mail 

Provisional 

WAKE 

Wake  soil  and  water  conservation  district 

Evan  Horwitz  (Write-In) 

5  2 

3 

0 

0 

Supervisor 

Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAJOMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


PEOUIRE  PHOTO  ID  TO  VOTE 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  election 


BfAKE  COUNTY  SCHOOL  BONDS 


Wake  county  community  college  bonds" 


m 


lAKE  CO.  PARKS,  GREENWAYS,  RECREATION,  AND 
PEN  SPACE  BONDS 


Jennifer  Wadsworth 
(Write-In) 

Nervahna  Crew 

Ian  Mcmillan  (Write-In) 
Kristi  Davis  (Write-In) 
Nervahna  Crew  (Write-In) 
Mark  Kingsl ^ jw rl te- 1 ri )^ 
Paul  Potter  (Write-In) 
Jason  Crawford  (Write-In) 
Andrew  Barcllft  (Write-In) 
Kristine  M  Davis  (Write-In) 
Scott  Sefton  (Write-In) 
Philip  Rabon  (Write-In) 
Ghrfs  WrightTWrite-Tnl 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous 


Against 


16 


77,303  [ 
139,963 


136,815 


5,305 

10,103[ 

5,544 

10,452 


1,076 

2,789 


NORTH  CAROLINA  STATE  BOARD  OF  ELECTIONS 


November  06,  2018  General  Statewide  Election  Results  by  County 


Tuesday,  November  27,  2018 
Page  181  of  195 


County 


WARREN 


Contest 


TOWN  OF  HOLLY  SPRINGS  TRANSPORTATION 
IMPROVEMENTS  BONDS 


Total  Votes 

I  136,310 
8,494  [ 


Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  oT 


Election  Day 

69,608 
4,3671 


One  Stop 

60,512[ 

3,660 

1,896 

845 


BISTRICT  2 


Abs  Mail 

5,2471 


395 

215 

33 


Provisional 

943 

72: 

44 

3 


B-  K.  Butterfield  I 

DEM 

4,932  2,322  2,514  86  10 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  03  |  |Erica  D.  Smith  | 

DEM 

1  4,891|  2,281|  2,511  86  10 

C.  (Chuck)  Earley,  Jr. 

REP 

2,49i  1,6291  8^  33  3 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  032  |  Terry  Garrison 

DEM 

4,932  2,292  2,545  85  10 

Robert  Shingler 

REP 

2,448  1,6161  32  3 

District  ATTORNEY  district  10  I  Hike  waters  1 

DEM 

6,088  3,080  2,900  96  12 

No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

1,4^  9061  4^  29  2 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

1  1,141|  755  l37i^^^^H^  il 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

1  4,791|  2,231|  2,468  82_  10 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

2,4781  1,607i  836  32  3 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  | 

DEM 

4,82l  2,242  2,485 1  8|'  10 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

1,7641  1,1171  620  25  2 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

4,7051  2,1971  2,41711  sll  10 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

843  538 1  2^  13l  il 

Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  (Shuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

2,3571  1,540  782  32  3 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr.  [ 

LIB 

1  2^  136  110  5  0 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

4,712  2,1 79 1  2,44 1|  82  10 

Nc  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  09  SEAT  1  |  Steven  E.  Hight 

DEM 

788 1  3971  369  20  2 

paul  Ross  1 

DEM 

3,306 1  1,481|  1,770  49  6 

Lawrence  Tickle 

DEM 

9731  5Ci  454  12  0 

Ilohn  Dunlow  I 

REP 

2,270  1,485  749  32  4 

Nc  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  09  SEAT  2  |  Cindv  Sturges 

REP 

1  2,171|  1,425  714  29  3 

Mitchell  Styers  | 

DEM 

1,072  575  4751  21||  1| 

Carolyn  J.  Thompson 

DEM 

4,112  1,889  2,150  64  9 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  09B  SEAT  1  |  Ben  Hunter  | 

DEM 

4,508  2,430  2,004  64  10 

Michael  W.  Putney,  Jr.  ] 

DEM 

2,169  1,0081  1,1271  32  2 

WARREN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  Tare  (T)  Davis 

DEM 

5,7521  2,9171  2,735  88  12 
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County 

WARREN 


WASHINGTON 


Contest 


Choice 


Party 


m 


JARREN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  3 


m 


lARREN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  4 


Warren  county  clerk  of  superior  cou^ 


Victor  HunF 


DEM 


Bertadean  Williams  Baker 


DEM 


Total  Votes 

5,704 

5,595 


Election  Day 

2,896 

2,804 


One  Stop 

2,706 
2,692  [ 


Lisa  F.  Blalock 


Warren  county  sheriff 


]  tfohnny  M.  Williams' 


WARREN  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
iUPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisfT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  ELECTior^ 


Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  oT 


NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  01 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  oM" 


District  attorney  district  02~ 


NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


Peter  HIght 

Charles  Lynch 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 

Against 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 

Roger  W.  Allison 
B.  K.  Butterfield 

D.  Cole  Phelps 
Bob  Steinburg 


Edward  C.  Goodwin 


Ronald  (Ron)  Wesson 


Beth  Edwards 


Barbara  Jackson 


Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 
Anita  Earls 
Andrew  T.  Heath 
tfohn  S.  Arrowood 


ilefferson  G.  Griffin 


Abs  Mail 
90 


Provisional 

12 

12 
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County 


Contest 


Choice 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Alice  Ray 


Party 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


]  Chuck  Kitchen 


Michael  Monaco,  Sr. 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  02  SEAT  1 


Allegra  Katherine  Collins 
]  Wayland  J.  Sermons,  Jr. 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  02  SEATT 


]  Sarah  A.  Homes 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  02  SEAT  2 

WASHINGTON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
kT-LARGE 


Darrell  B.  Cayton,  Jr. 
Regina  R.  Parker 
William  R.  (Bill)  Sexton,  Jr. 

Gregory  S.  Boston 


m 


lASHINGTON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
tSTRICT  2 


m 


(lASHINGTON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
ISTRICT  3 


Washington  county  board  of  education 

NT-LARGE 


w 


(lASHINGTON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
ISTRICT  1 


Julius  Walker,  Jr. 


[Tracey  A.  Johnson" 


Carlos  Riddick 
Jerry  Phelps 
Latoya  Coffield 


m 


lASHINGTON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
ISTRICT  2 


Lois  Clarl^ 


Danielle  Cox 


Washington  county  clerk  of  superior  court 

Washington  county  sheriff 


I  Brian  Keith  Phelps 


DEM 


REP 


REP 


LIB 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


UNA 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


REP 


DEM 


]  ilohnng  Barnes 


JLdem  J 


WASHINGTON  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION 
DISTRICT  SUPERVISOR 


Gerda  Rhodes 

David  Rouson  (Write-In) 
Guy  R.  Davenport 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Total  Votes 

2,575 
460  [ 
1,91| 
118 
2,606 
3,577 


1,791 


2^824 

3,644 

2,916[ 

1,558 

993 

834 

3,258 

2,958 

1,650 

2,536 

i,9ii 

4,075' 


Election  Day 
1,172[ 
2171 

980 
72 
1,176 
1,665 
940 
1 ,284 
1,700 
1,3l7i 


796 

‘424[ 


One  Stop 


4,2171 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisfT 


PTRENGTHENING  VICTIMS  RIGHTS 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


288 

1,543[ 

1,360 

833 

1,154[ 

9801 


J_,914 
1,985[ 
1 ,040  r 


i,347ir 


234 
910[ 
44 
1,373[ 
1,845[ 
835  [ 
1,482[ 
1,879 
1,543 

738 


56 1| 


525 


1,651 


1,535 

798 


1,337ir 


l8^[ 


2,090 


2,161| 


1,39l|r 


30 

1,383 

22 

1,349 

919 

1,412 

895 

1,283r 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 

1|  55 

0  9 


1 


2 

2 


0 

2[ 

0 

2 

0 

2 

0 

1 


21 


2 

56 

66 


21 


63 

54 

24 

8 


21 


63 


19 

44 

34 

69 

69 

55 

0 


■2 

35 

39 

42 

35 

38 
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County 

WASHINGTON 


WATAUGA 


Contest 

MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  0~^ 


NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  45 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  6^ 


District  attorney  district  35~ 


NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  24  SEAT  1 


NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  24  SEATT 


WATAUGA  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
BISTRICT  3 


m 


lATAUGA  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
ilSTRICT  4 


g lATAUGA  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
ISTRICT  5 


Choice 

Against 


Election  Day 


One  Stop 


Abs  Mail 


Beth  Bani^ 


Barbara  Jackson 


Christopher  (Chris)  Angiin 
Anita  Earis 
Andrew  T.  Heath 
ilohn  S.  Arrowood 


ilefferson  G.  Griffin 


Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 
Sandra  Aiice  Ray 


Chuck  Kitchen 


Michaei  Monaco,  Sr 

Allegra  Katherine  Coiiins 
Gary  Gavenus 
Larry  Leake 


dim  Hodj^ 

Biiiy  Kennedy 
Larry  Turnbow 

David  Biust 

Tommy  Sofieid 


Provisional 

36 
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County 


WAYNE 


Contest 


Choice 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


One  Stop 


Abs  Mail 


Charlie  Wallin 


mfATAUGA  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT 


]  [Travis  Critcher 


IWATAUGA  COUNTY  SHERIFF 


Watauga  county  board  of  education 


gPATAUGA  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
UPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


maximum  income  tax  rate  of  7.0% 


pEOUIRE  PHOTO  ID  TO  VOTE 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  oT" 


plane  Cornett  Deal 

]  Len  (L.D.)  Hagaman 
David  Searcy 
]  Kurt  Michael  (Write-In) 
S  Fenwick 

Danny  Watts 
Gary  L.  Childers 
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County 

WAYNE 


Contest 


Choice 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


One  Stop 


Abs  Mail 


Provisional 


Chris  West  (Write-In) 

Nicki  Artis  (Write-In) 

Jennifer  Strickland 
(Write-In) 

Wade  Leatham  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Til' 


mfAYNE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  4 


1  Nicki  Artis  (Write-In) 

iiennifer  Smith  Strickland 

Jennifer  Strickland 
(Write-In) 

Bill  Crocker  (Write-In) 
John  Grantham  (Write-In) 


‘T5i4 


118 

63 

4,726 


25 

8 


j1 


NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  07  |  Louis  Milford  Pate,  Jr.  | 

REP 

20,093  8,076  11,680  248  89 

David  B.  Brantley 

DEM 

16,645  5,8121  10,46li|  ^  99 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  010  |  Uohn  Bell  | 

REP 

13,209  5,2781  7,731  152  42 

[Tracy  Blackmon  | 

DEM 

5,053  1,705  3,249  88 1  11| 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  021  |  Robert  E.  Freeman 

REP 

7,978  3,259  4,579  106  34 

Raymond  Smith 

DEM 

10,309  3,585  6,490  166  68 

District  attorney  district  09  I  Matthew  L.  Delbrldge 

REP 

26,049  10,289  15,293  348  119 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  iarbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

14,918 1  5,721|  8,938  198 1  61] 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

5,698 1  2,561|  3,04 1|  63  33 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

15,743  5,409  9,994  250  90 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

20,475  8,185  11,945  254 1  91| 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  | 

DEM 

15,7811  5,463  9,975  255  94 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

1  15,71 1|  6,216  9,245  184  66 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

15,3421  5,241|  9,761||  24|  93 

Bandra  Alice  Ray  1 

REP 

5,025  2,0881  2,831  77  23 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

1Q7r2  7Rqa^  11  R41| 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr.  I 

LIB 

1,034  475  532 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins  | 

DEM 

15,5^  5,31^  9,869|  2^^^^*9i 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  08  SEAT  1  |  Beth  Heath  | 

DEM 

23,350  8,654 1  14,22l|  358 1  Til 

BfAYNE  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT  |  Uustin  L.  Minshew  | 

DEM 

25,343  9,442  15,409  365 1  121 

BfAYNE  COUNTY  SHERIFF  I  Larry  M.  Pierce 

REP 

28,546 1  11,011|  17,036  363  136 

BfAYNE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  1  |  fehris  West  ^  4,366  1,563  2,745  43  15 
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County 

WAYNE 


Contest 

IWAYNE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  4 


IWAYNE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  5 


IWAYNE  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  6 


Wayne  soil  and  water  conservation  district 

SUPERVISOR 


Choice 

Rick  Pridgen  (Write-In) 
Wade  Leatham  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Party 


Joe  Democko 


Nick!  Artis  (Write-In) 

Joe  Democko  (Write-In) 
Chris  West  (Write-In) 
Wade  Leatham  (Write-In) 
Bill  Crocker  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
Rick  Pridgen  (Write-In)  , 


Wade  Leatham 


Rick  Pridgen 
Nicki  Artis  (Write-In) 


Wade  Leatham  (Write-In) 
Bill  Crocker  (Write-In) 
Ronald  Parks  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Ronald  Parks  (Write-In) 


Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


10 


5  5  HO  0 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisTT 

Strengthening  victims  rights 

M/^mum  income  tax  rate  of  7.0% 
Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Ronald  W.  Parks 

John  Yelverton  (Write-In)  ^ 

John  (Phil)  Yelverton 

Nicki  Artis  (Write-In)  B 

Bill  Crocker  (Write-In) 

Wade  Leatham  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous)  ^ 

1|For 

Against 

1  |For 

Against 

|For 

Against 

1|For 


^  2^0,815 
■  10 
■  T6,534 

139 
22 
5 

km  4811 

laa  24,241| 

E  1^1.956 
Vm  25,380 


Kg  22,7171 


7,893 

6,329 

0 

0 

0 

212 

9,892 


3,775 

10,172 


9,226 

4,304 

9,186 


12,534 

9 

9,877 

139 

22 

5 

262 

13,870 

7,969 

14,698 

7,1411 

13,462 

8,299 

13,112[ 


294 

0 

255 

0 

0 

0 

4 

345 

162 

380 

125 

323 

180 

3^ 


94 

0 

73 

0 

0 

0 

3 

134 

50 

130 

50 

116 

64 

11^ 
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County 


WILKES 


Contest 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Wayne  county  local  sales  and  use  tax' 


[TOWN  OF  PIKEVILLE  MIXED  BEVERAGE  ELECTION 


Choice 

Against 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 


For 


Against 


One  Stop 

8,892 
8,512 
12,820 
9,466  [ 
1 1 ,800 
9,629 
12,076 
104 
56 


Abs  Mail 
199 
214[ 
274  r 


Provisional 

70 


251 


240  [ 
189[ 
308 
3 
0 


~8i1 


91 


79 


~9i] 


~8i] 


98 

0 

0 


Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  05  |  Virginia  Foxx 

REP 

17,468  10,8231  6,301||  301|  43 

Bd  Adams  I 

DEM 

5,430  2,679  2,598  138  15 

No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  45  |  Wes  Luther  1 

DEM 

5,392  2,685  2,544  1461 

Deanna  Ballard 

REP 

17,296  10,683  6,285 1  ill 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  090  |  Men  Poindexter  | 

CST 

248  165  78  4|  1| 

Barah  Stevens  | 

REP 

5,412 1  3,301|  2,0321  8 

ilohn  Worth  Wiles  | 

DEM 

1,524  786  703  33  2 

No  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  094  |  Bianne  Little  | 

DEM 

3,889 1  1,901|  1,864|  Till  13 

Jeffrew  Elmore  t 

REP 

11,620  7,220  4,152  218  30 

BISTRICT  attorney  district  34  1  Tom  E.  Horner  | 

REP 

19,1031  1 1 ,57J|  7,130  350  46 

No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

9,009  5,592  3,234  165  18 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

7,685 1  4,741|  2,8011  114  23 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

5,262  2,596  2,510 1  Hi]  15 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

16,748  10,332  6,096  2791  41] 

Ilohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

5,6721  2,84f|  2,660  149  16 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Hefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

1  11,691  7,248 1  4,22 1|  195  33 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

1  5,0511  2,451|  2,456  134  16 

Bandra  Alice  Ray  | 

REP 

4,620  2,899  1,630  84 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Bhuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

1  16,0811  9,923  5,870  2^^^^H3| 

Siichael  Monaco,  Sr. 

LIB 

939  632  278 1  2|  2 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

5,244  2,542  2,545 1  141]  16 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  23  SEAT  1  |  Robert  (Rob)  Crumpton 

REP 

1  18,421|  11,246  6,802  325  48 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  23  SEAT  2  |  William  (Bill)  Brooks 

REP 

18,215  11,099  6,739  330 1  4| 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  23  SEAT  3  I  David  V.  Byrd 

REP 

18,777  11,388  7,005  338  46 
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County 

WILKES 


WILSON 


Contest 

IWILKES  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONER^ 


Choice 


]  Bavid  Gambill 


Brian  S.  Minton 

L.B.  Prevette 


BfiLKES  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURf 


]  Regina  C.  Billings 


BflLKES  COUNTY  SHERIFF 


]  iGhris  She^ 


WILKES  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
iUPERVISOR 


[TOWN  OF  ELKIN  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS" 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Btrengthening  victims  rights" 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 

Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  oT 


Us  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  oT 


No  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  04 


Claude  E.  Shew,  Jr 
(Write-In) 

Brian  L.  Parker  ~ 

ftharles  E.  Porter  ~ 

Claude  E.  Shew,  j7 

W.  Ted  Carter 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
]  William  Gwyn 
Cicely  McCulloch 
[left  Eidson 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Against 


Against 

]  Roger  W.  Allison 
Q.  K.  Butterfield 

]  George  Holding 
Jeff  Matemu 

Linda  Coleman 

]  Milton  F.  (Toby)  Fitch,  Jr 
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County 


Contest 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  0^ 


District  attorney  district  os 

Nc  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEATT 


NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1 


Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2 


Nc  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3 


Nc  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  07B  SEAT  1 

Nc  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  07C  SEAT  1 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  07  SEAT  1 

Nc  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  07  SEAT  2 


'ILSON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  1 


m 


(ILSON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
ISTRICT  2 


P 

m 


ILSON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  3 


P 

m 


'ILSON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  4 


gllLSON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
ISTRICT  5 


'ILSON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
(STRICT  6 


p 

m 


(ILSON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 
ISTRICT  7 


NflLSON  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT" 


IWILSON  COUNTY  SHERIFF 


Choice  Party  Total  Votes 

iRIchard  Scott  ||  REP~|  1 3,030  [ 

ilesse  Shearin  ||  LIB  |  619 

]  Ken  Fontenot  ||  UNA~1  1 3,770 

ilean  Farmer  Butterfield  ||  DEM~1  14,219 

1  [Robert  Evans  ||  DEi^  20,188[ 

]  Barbara  Jackson  ||  REP  |  8,899 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin  |  REP  |[  4,54l| 

Anita  Earls  |  DEM  |  1 4,644  [ 

]  Andrew  T.  Heath  |  REP  |  13,231] 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  ||  DEM~1  14,635 

1  ilefferson  G.  Griffin  ||  REP  |  10,294 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson  |  DEM  |  14,285 

Bandra  Alice  Ray  ||  REF~||  3,401] 

1  Chuck  Kitchen  jj  ReFI  12,826 

ilichael  Monaco,  Sr.  [j  LIB  j  782 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins  j  DEM  j  14,452 

]  tlmont  Wiggins  HI  DEM  |!  5,181] 

]  Baiter^hTOodwin,  Jr.  ||  DEM~1  14,361] 

]r^ll  Cooper  ^  I  DEM  |  19,196 

1  Bayne  S.  Boyette  ||  DEM  j  19,690 

Leslie  T.  Atkinson  jj  DEM~1  2,729 

Sherry  L.  Lucas  j  DEM  j  2,744 

iloAnne  Daniels  jj  DEM~1  2,622 

Roger  Lucas  |  REP  |  2,821] 

■  Rob  Boyette  |  DEM  |  3,283 

'  phris  Hill  II  REP~1  3,606 

Bill  Blackman  ||  REP  ||  3,431] 

(Caroline  Farris  Quinn  j  DEM  j  20,364 

]  Kevin  T.  Raper  j  REP  j  8,746 


Election  Day 

6,361] 

308 

6,626 

5,642 

8,671] 

4,264 

2,26?| 

5,8071 

6,460 

5,773 

5,002 

5,632 

1,660 

6,223 

409 

5,706 

2,249 

6,126 

8,198 

8,416 

1,218 

1,213 

1,044 

1,723 

1,509 

1,580 

1,308 

8,702 

4,243 


One  Stop 

6,442 

300 

6,911] 

8,336 
11,181] 
4,470  [ 
2,210 
8,590 
6,5471 

8,613 

5,121] 

8,417] 

1,664 
^^6,382  [ 
366 

8.498 
2,880 
7,977  [ 

10,670 

10,941] 

\'T48i 

1.499 
1,546[ 
1,060[ 
1,7371 

^  1 ,973 

2,052 

11,315 

4,356 


Abs  Mail 
203 
9 
209 
196 
277 
151| 

55 

198 
202 

199 
143 
188 

1971 
6[ 
199 
44 
227]  r 

^  272 
274 
25 


Provisional 

24 

2 

24 

45 

59 

14 

9 

49 

22 

50 

22 

48 
4 

24 

1| 

49 
14 
37] 

56 

59 

4 


24  8 

^  5 

41]  3 

34  3 


49  4 

69  2 

290]  57) 

132  15 
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County 

WILSON 


UfADKIN 


Contest 

IWILSON  COUNTY  SHERIFF 


MtfILSON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  1 


IWILSON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  3 


mflLSON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  5 


mflLSON  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DISTRICT  7 


griLSON  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
UPERVISOR 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fishT 


Strengthening  victims  rights" 


M/OCIMUM  income  tax  RATE  OF  7.0% 


Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


]US  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  0~^ 


Choice 

]  Calvin  Woodard,  Jr. 

]  Debra  Powell 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


One  Stop 


]  Christine  L.  Fitch 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous)' 

]  Beverly  Page  Boyette  n 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous^,; 
]  Rhyan  Breen 
Wayne  Willingham 
Stephanie  Cyrus 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 
Bryan  Lamm 

Gary  D.  Scott 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Against 


NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  34 


NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  073" 


Abs  Mail 
275 


Provisional 

59 


District  attorney  district  34~ 
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County 


Contest 


Choice 


Party 


Total  Votes  Election  Day 


One  Stop 


Abs  Mail  Provisional 


IfADKIN  COUNTY  SHERIFF 


fADKIN  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
iUPERVISOR 


I  Ricky  Oliver 
Bobby  (Bud)  Matthews,  Jr^ 


■LREP  I 


Town  of  boonville  mayor 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 

]  Kevin  Haynes  (Write-In) 
Bonnie  Lasky  (Write-In) 
Dennis  Shaw  (Write-In) 
Worth  Shover  (Write-In) 
David  Vestal  (Write-In) 
Vaughn  Benton  (Write-In) 
Wayne  Cook  (Write-In) 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


11,519 

9,306 

9,145 

222 


131 

10 
10 
96 

131 

115 

bv _ ■i[ 

M  16 


7,902 

6,315[ 

6,1 59  L 
158 
15[ 
5 
6;' 
86 
8 
98 


3,422 


2,821| 


2,8171 


63 


8 

9 

3 


No  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  garbara  Jackson  | 

REP 

6,715  4,618  1,990  93  14 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

3,688 1  2,571|  1,06l|  45 1  Til 

Anita  Earls 

DEM 

1  2,551|  1,561|  904 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  |  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

10,342  7,160|  3,021||  T^  .24 

llohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

2,670  1,639  943  80  8 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

7,496  5,240  2,1421  9||  T| 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

2,377  1,445  850  74  ‘  -  8 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

2,690 1  1,831|  809 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  (Shuck  Kitchen  | 

REP 

9,919!  6,8571  2,906  1351  2il 

Nichael  Monaco,  Sr.  J 

LIB 

589  4221  i^  6  4 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

2,432  1,472  879  75  6 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  23  SEAT  1  |  Robert  (Rob)  Crumpton 

REP 

11,200  7,716  3,294  164  26 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  23  SEAT  2  |  William  (Bill)  Brooks 

REP 

11,036  7,598  3,249  160  29 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  23  SEAT  3  |  David  V.  Byrd 

REP 

11,1131  7,651|  3,27||  T^l  2l 

IfADKIN  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  |  ©ilbert  W.  Hemric  | 

REP 

9,642  6,61 8 1  2, 86  111  Tiil  22 

Marion  Welborn 

REP 

9,576  6,554 1  2,86 1|  136  25 

iFrank  C.  Zachary  1 

REP 

10,355  7,072  3,116  143  24 

yADKIN  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT  |  geth  Williams  Holcomb  | 

REP 

11,702  8,029  3,475 1  T^|  ^ 

yADKIN  COUNTY  CORONER  I  James  (Slim)  Collins 

REP 

1  11,341|  7,8271  3,315  169  30 

yADKIN  COUNTY  REGISTER  OF  DEEDS  |  Ar!c  Wilhelm 

REP 

10,912  7,4941  312^  164|  2S 

166 

149[ 

152r 


29 


ji 


0 

0 

0 

2 
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County 


UfADKIN 


Contest 


llrOWN  OF  BOONVILLE  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 


[TOWN  OF  EAST  BEND  MAYOR 


[TOWN  OF  JONESVILLE  MAYOR 


[TOWN  OF  JONESVILLE  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 


Town  of  jonesville  board  of  commissioners 

[UNEXPIRED  TERM) 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fisFT 


Strengthening  victims  rights 


MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 

Require  photo  id  to  vote 


Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission' 


Town  of  east  bend  board  of  commissioners 


Choice 

]  David  Vestal  (Write-In) 
Justin  S.  Phillips 
Larry  Bonagura 
Wfayne  Cook 

Write-In  (Miscellaneous)' 

]  Archie  B.  Hicks 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous)' 

]  SManda  Spillman  Johnson 
Mae  Luffman 

George  W.  Burns 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


]  Bavid  A.  Henderson~ 


Gene  Pardue 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous 
]  Andy  Green 
Courtney  Henderson 
Chip  Mason 
tolta  C.  Darnell 
Write-In  (Miscellaneous)?. 


Against 


Provisional 

0 


Against 
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County  Contest  Choice  Party  Total  Votes  Election  Day  One  Stop  Abs  Mail  Provisional 


Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  elections  I  For  6,013  4,050  i,835  106  22 

Against  ^723  4.538  2,064  113  8 

IfANCEY  lUS  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  11  |  Difton  B.  Ingram,  Jr.  | 

LIB 

1681  771  86  4|  1| 

Hark  Meadows 

REP 

5,625  2,169  3,193  249  14 

Phillip  G.  Price 

DEM 

3,508  1,069  2,165  264  10 

NC  STATE  SENATE  DISTRICT  47  I  Ralph  Rise 

REP 

5,131  1,963  2,944  218  12 

David  Wheeler  I 

DEM 

4,089  1,330|  2,451|  294  14 

NC  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  DISTRICT  118  I  ftchele  D.  Presnell  i 

REP 

5,5491  2,12l  3,165  243  14 

Rhonda  Cole  Schandevel 

DEM 

1  3,701  1,173|  2,261||  26il  12 

District  attorney  district  35  I  Beth  Banks  1 

REP 

7,054|  2,601|  4,1  11  318  18 

NC  SUPREME  COURT  ASSOCIATE  JUSTICE  SEAT  1  |  Barbara  Jackson  I 

REP 

3,154  1,112  1,875  162  5 

Christopher  (Chris)  Anglin 

REP 

2,3601  1,2®  70 1  Til 

^ita  Earls 

DEM 

3,456  1,049  2,142  255  10 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  1  I  Andrew  T.  Heath 

REP 

5,249  2,013  2,999  223  14 

ilohn  S.  Arrowood  I 

DEM 

3,744 1  1,171|  2,291|  270  12 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  2  |  [Jefferson  G.  Griffin  | 

REP 

1  3,881|  1,468  2,226  179  8 

Tobias  (Toby)  Hampson 

DEM 

3,413  1,039  2,115l  24l  12 

Sandra  Alice  Ray 

REP 

1,380  544  784  46  6 

NC  COURT  OF  APPEALS  JUDGE  SEAT  3  |  Chuck  Kitchen  I 

REP 

5,066  1,953  2,883  218  12 

Michael  Monaco,  Sr.  [ 

LIB 

366  153  193  191  1| 

Allegra  Katherine  Collins 

DEM 

3,473  1,050  2,158  253  12 

NC  SUPERIOR  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  24  SEAT  1  I  Gary  Gavenus 

REP 

6,350  2,3®  3,686  286  16 

NC  DISTRICT  COURT  JUDGE  DISTRICT  24  SEAT  1  I  Larry  Leake 

DEM 

4,922  1,713  2,920  273  16 

yANCEY  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  |  David  Grindstaff  I 

REP 

4,3®  1,6221  2,5311  195  8 

K.  Craig  Howell 

REP 

1  4,01 1|  1,490  2,329  188  4 

Randy  Ollis 

DEM 

4,215  1,433  2,482  290  10 

Johnny  Riddle  | 

DEM 

4,852 1  1,6711  2,845  322  14 

|lill  Austin  1 

DEM 

1  4,781|  1,628  2,838 1  30T1  14 

Adam  Edwards 

REP 

4,3111  1,608  2,499  200  10 

IfANCEY  COUNTY  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  |  Jason  Robinson  I 

DEM 

4,5501  1,5971  2,650 1  2^  12 

Jeanne  Tyner 

DEM 

4,860  1,592  2,929  324  15 

Wade  Dahiberg,  Jr. 

REP 

4,8211  1,828  2,773  216  10 

yANCEY  COUNTY  CLERK  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT  I  Tammy  Riddle  McEntyre 

DEM 

7,046  2,536  4,139  349  22 
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County 

UfANCEY 


Contest  Choice 

1  UfANCEY  COUNTY  SHERIFF  |  Brandon  Mitchell 

D.  Gary  Banks 


fANCEY  SOIL  AND  WATER  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 
jUPERVISOR _ 


Keith  Boone 


Kirk  Young  (Write-In) 


ilim  Edwards 


Party  Total  Votes 


II  UNA 


3,9111 

5,399 

5,784 


111 

5,461 


Protect  right  to  hunt  and  fish 

Strengthening  victims  rights 

MAXIMUM  INCOME  TAX  RATE  OF  7.0% 

Require  photo  id  to  vote 

Nonpartisan  judicial  merit  commission 

Bipartisan  board  of  ethics  and  electioi^ 


Write-In  (Miscellaneous) 


Against 


Against 


Against 


^4^ 

5,796 

3,206 

5,381| 

3,399 

5,291| 

3,568 

5,4411 

3,548 

3,428 

4,984 


Election  Day 

1,381| 

1,945 

2,1311 

30 

1,953[ 

45 

2,271 

979 

2,0311 

1,13^ 
1,986 
1 ,203 
2,076 
1,164 
1,193 
1 ,822 
1,256 
1,770 


One  Stop 

2,256 

3,198 

3,325 

66  [ 
3,2111 

3,232 

2,012 

3,082 

2,052 

3,058 

2,132 

3,129[ 

2,135[ 

2,050 

2,882 

2,277 

2,725 


Abs  Mail 

266 

244 

308 

282 

10 

269 

209 

253 

205 

233 

223 

2211 

241| 

177 

264 

200 

246 


Provisional 

14 

12 

14 

0 

15 
0 

18 

6 

15 

9 

10 

15 
8 
8 

16 
8 

15 


NORTH  CAROLINA  STATE  BOARD  OF  ELECTIONS 


EXHIBIT  H 


Joint  Motion  Exhibit  C 


STATE  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA 
COUNTY  OF  WAKE 


IN  THE  GENERAL  COURT  OF  JUSTICE 
SUPERIOR  COURT  DIVISION 
18  CVS  3348 


ROY  A.  COOPER,  m,  in  Ms  official 
capacity  as  GOVERNOR  OF  THE 
STATE  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA, 

Plaintiff 

V. 


PHILIP  E.  BERGER,  in  Ms  official 
capacity  as  PRESIDENT  PRO 
TEMPORE  OF  THE  NORTH 
CAROLINA  SENATE;  TIMOTHY 
K.  MOORE,  in  Ms  official  capacity  as 
SPEAKER  OF  THE  NORTH 
CAROLINA  HOUSE  OF 
REPRESENTATIVES;  and  THE 
STATE  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA, 

Defendants. 


) 

) 

) 

) 

^  AFFIDAVIT  OF 

j  JOSHUA  D.  MALCOLM 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 


Joshua  D.  Malcobn,  after  being  duly  sworn,  says; 

1.  I  am  over  18  years  of  age  and  legally  competent  to  make  this  affidavit.  I 

possess  personal  knowledge  of  the  facts  set  forth  herein. 

2.  This  affidavit  summarizes  ongoing  efforts  by  the  State  Board  of  Elections 
and  Ethics  Enforcement  (“State  Board”)  to  finalize  the  2018  general  election. 

3 .  On  December  3,2018,  Governor  Roy  A.  Cooper,  III  appointed  me  as  Chair 
of  the  State  Board.  I  previously  served  as  Governor  Cooper’s  appointee  as  Vice  Chair  of 
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the  State  Board  (March  20 18-November  2018),  and  Governor  Patrick  L.  McCrory’s 
appointee  Member  of  the  State  Board  of  Elections  (May  2013-January  2017).  I  have 
participated  in  each  administrative  hearing  and  quasi-judicial  proceeding  of  the  State 
Board,  and  its  predecessor  State  Board  of  Election,  that  have  occurred  in  the  past  five  years. 

4.  I  am  familiar  with  the  current  progress  of  the  State  Board  s  investigation  and 
announced  hearing  on  In  re  Investigation  of  election  irregularities  affecting  counties  within 
the  9th  Congressional  District  (herein  '‘'"In  re  Investigation  of  Election  Irregularities  ),  a 
matter  now  pending  before  the  State  Board  under  G.S.  §§  163A-1180  and  163A-1181 
(finr.  G.S.  §§  163-182.12  and  163-182.13,  respectively). 

5.  The  State  Board,  as  presently  constituted  with  nine  appointees,  initiated  In 
re  Investigation  of  Election  Irregularities  on  its  own  motion.  On  November  27,  the  State 
Board  convened  the  canvass  and  authentication  meeting  required  by  G.S.  §  163A-1 172(c) 
(jfinr.  G.S.  §  163-182.5).  After  extensive  briefing  firom  counsel  and  investigators  in 
closed  session,  the  State  Board  declined  to  certify  results  in  the  contest  for  election  to 
U.S.  House  of  Representatives  in  the  9th  Congressional  District.  On  November  30, 
the  State  Board  ordered  officials  in  Bladen  and  Robeson  counties  to  withhold  certificates 
of  elections  in  three  additional  contests;  District  Court  in  Judicial  District  16B  (Seat  2), 
Bladen  County  Commissioner  (District  3),  and  Bladen  Soil  and  Water  Conservation 
District  Supervisor.  The  apparent  margin  of  victory  m  each  additional  contest  represented 
fewer  votes  than  those  presently  under  scrutiny  in  connection  to  In  re  Investigation  of 
Election  Irregularities.  In  addition,  on  November  30,  the  State  Board  announced  that  an 
evidentiary  hearing  would  be  held  on  each  matter. 
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6.  On  December  10, 1  responded  by  letter  to  a  request  from  Judge  Jeffery  B. 
Foster  describing  the  status  of  the  State  Board’s  efforts  to  conclude  the  election  cycle.  A 
true  copy  of  that  letter  is  incorporated  herein  as  EXHIBIT  1.  On  December  1 1,  this  Panel 
entered  an  Order  Extending  Stay  in  this  action.  On  December  12, 1  sought  to  update  my 
prior  correspondence  to  reference  legislation  filed  in  the  intervening  day.  A  true,  copy  of 
that  letter  is  incorporated  herein  as  EXHIBIT  2. 

7.  The  State  Board’s  work  in  connection  with  In  re  Investigation  of  Election 
Irregularities  has  involved  substantial  efforts  to  gather  evidence  and  assess  allegations  of 
unlawful  conduct  affecting  the  elections  process  in  certain  counties  within  the  9th 
Congressional  District.  To  date,  the  State  Board’s  investigative  staff  has  conducted  more 
than  100  interviews,  and  the  staff  is  actively  engaged  in  the  review  of  more  than  182,000 
pages  of  materials  produced  in  response  to  12  subpoenas  issued  by  the  State  Board  under 
G.S.  §  163A-4(a)  (finr.  G.S.  §  163-23). 

8.  Aspects  of  the  State  Board’s  investigation  have  become  part  of  the  public 
record  through  the  attentive  reporting  of  state  and  national  press.  Our  proceedings  remain 
the  focus  of  substantial  public  concern,  as  the  9th  Congressional  District  will  lack 
representation  in  the  1 16th  Congress  until  this  matter  resolves. 

9.  The  State  Board  continues  to  provide  public  access  to  documents  and 
evidence  to  the  fullest  extent  possible  without  undermining  current  investigative  efforts. 
To  date,  more  than  8,000  pages  of  materials  have  been  posted  publicly. 

10.  On  December  1 7, 1  executed  an  Order  of  Proceedings  on  In  re  Investigation 
of  Election  Irregularities,  a  copy  of  which  is  attached  hereto  and  incorporated  herein  as 
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EXHIBIT  3.  The  Order  established  evidentiary  standards  and  procedural  requirements 
governing  the  State  Board’s  consideration  and  adjudication  of  this  matter.  The  Order  also 

imposed  the  following  deadlines: 

December  2 1 :  Submission  of  affidavits  and  evidentiary  exhibits . 

January  6:  Submission  of  briefe  and  applications  pro  hac  vice. 

January  1 1 ;  Hearing  by  the  State  Board  at  the  N.C.  State  Bar  in  Raleigh. 

11.  It  is  my  intention  to  end  the  hearing,  conclude  deliberations,  and  for  the  State 
Board  to  act  on  these  matter  by  roll  call  vote  no  later  than  January  12.  Following  a  final 
vote,  the  State  Board’s  counsel  will  prepare  a  written  order  for  my  signature,  consistent 
with  the  agency’s  historic  practice.  Should  the  State  Board  certify  the  affected  contests,  I 
will  execute  certificates  of  election  that  staff  shall  transmit  in  accordance  with 

G.S.  §  163A-1184  (finr.  G.S.  §  163-182.15). 

12.  Entry  of  a  written  order  will  conclude  the  State  Board  s  resolution  of  In  re 

Investigation  of  Election  Irregularities.  Based  on  my  experience,  and  having  discussed  the 
matter  with  counsel,  I  expect  the  written  order  will  issue  no  later  than  Jaimar^a  8. 


JoshuaJ).  M^olm 


E  RSw%  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this 


^l^t  d%  of  December,  2018. 

? 

%,  Mw^P^imission  Expires 
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N#RTH  CAROLINA 

State  Board  of  Elections  &  Ethics  Enforcement 


Mailing  Address'. 
P.O.  Box  27255 
Raleigh,  NC  2761 1 

(919)  814-0755 
Fax:  (919)  715-0135 


December  10,  2018 


VTA  ELECTRONIC  MAIL 
The  Honorable  Jesse  B.  Caldwell,  III 
The  Honorable  L.  Todd  Burke 
The  Honorable  Jeffery  B.  Foster 
c/o  Kellie  Z.  Myers 

Trial  Court  Administrator 
10th  Judicial  District 


Re:  Request  for  update  regarding  status  of  2018  general  election  in  reference  to 

Cooper  V.  Berger  et  al.,  18  CVS  3348  (a/k/a  Cooler  IV). 


Your  Honors: 

The  letter  is  submitted  response  to  the  request  of  Judge  Jeffery  B.  Foster  transmitted 
this  afternoon  by  Trial  Court  Administrator  Kellie  Z.  Myers.  I  appreciate  this  opportunity  to 
submit  the  following  update  regarding  the  State  Board’s  substantial  and  ongoing  efforts  to 
finalize  the  2018  general  election.  My  colleagues  and  I  are  mindful  our  agency  is  not  party 
to  this  action,  and  nothing  herein  is  intended  to  convey  a  position  on  the  merits  in  this  case. 

On  November  16,  county  boards  of  elections  across  the  State  canvassed  results 
pursuant  to  G.S.  §  163A-1172(b).  County  canvass  triggers  certain  deadlines  for  the  filing  of 
election  protests  and  demands  for  recounts.  A  number  of  protests  were  filed  in  various 
counties,  with  recounts  demanded  in  others.  At  least  one  protest  remains  active,  and  we 
anticipate  an  appeal  to  the  State  Board  once  the  county’s  written  order  has  been  issued. 

On  November  27,  the  State  Board  met  to  canvass  the  results  for  all  elections  not  then 
subject  to  active  post-election  proceedings.  During  its  meeting,  and  following  an  extensive 
briefing  from  investigators  and  counsel,  the  State  Board  unanimously  adopted  the  below 
motion: 

That  the  State  Board  canvass  the  results  of  the  November  2018  general 
election  excluding  contests  affected  by  the  proceedings  that  delay  certification 
under  North  Carolina  General  Statute  163A-1172  and  excluding  results  in  the 
contest  for  election  to  the  U.S.  House  representing  Congressional  District  9 
pursuant  to  this  Board's  authority  under  North  Carolina  General  Statute 
.  163A-1180. 
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[EXHIBIT  I] 


NORTH  CAROLINA 

State  Boai'd  of  Elections  &  Ethics  Enforcement 

The  State  Board  recessed  until  November  30,  when  it  received  additional  briefings  from 
its  investigators  and  counsel,  and  ultimately  voted  7"2  in  support  of  the  below  motion- 

In  light  of  claims  of  numerous  irregularities  and  concerted  fraudulent 
activities  related  to  absentee  bymail  ballots  and  potentially  other  matters  in 
Congressional  District  9,  the  State  Board  hold,  as  then  constituted,  an 
evidentiary  hearing  on  or  before  December  21  pursuant  to  its  authority  under 
G.S.  §§  163A-1180  and  163A-1181  to  assure  that  the  election  is  determined 
without  taint  of  fraud  or  corruption  and  without  irregularities  that  may  have 
changed  the  result  of  an  election;  and  that  the  Bladen  County  Board  of 
Elections  is  hereby  directed  to  withhold  issuance  of  certificates  of  election  in 
the  following  contests-  Bladen  County  Commissioner  District  3  and  Bladen  Soil 
and  Water  Conservation  District  Supervisor. 

Because  the  apparent  margin  of  victory  in  the  contest  for  Seat  2  on  the  District  Court  in 
District  16B  represents  fewer  votes  than  the  number  of  absentee  ballots  under  scrutiny  in 
Robeson  County,  the  State  Board  has  also  delayed  certification  of  that  contest. 

The  agency’s  efforts  to  finalize  its  investigation  into  allegations  of  fraudulent  activity 
affecting  absentee  ballots  has  involved  numerous  interviews  and  subpoenas  issued  to  various 
organizations.  Counsel  for  subpoenaed  parties  have  begun  submitting  responsive  records, 
but  they  have  uniformly  indicated  additional  time  is  needed  for  review  and  production  of 
additional  materials.  It  may  be  that  their  delays  in  production  will  lengthen  the  timeframe 
initially  contemplated  by  the  State  Board. 

Agency  staff  are  working  diligently  to  compile  a  thorough  investigative  record  on 
which  the  State  Board  will  ultimately  ensure  “that  an  election  is  determined  without  taint  of 
fraud  or  corruption  and  without  irregularities  that  may  have  changed  the  result  of  an 
election,”  G.S.  §  163A-1180.  We  are  aware  that  a  complete  record  will  be  necessary  for  any 
subsequent  review  by  the  courts  or  by  the  U.S.  House  of  Representatives. 

Should  the  Panel  wish  to  provide  continuity  during  the  remainder  of  this  process,  be 
assured  we  will  endeavor  to  resolve  outstanding  matters  as  quickly  as  we  can  responsibly 
do  so. 


Best  Regards,  \ 

\  -  ,  \  \v 

Joshua  D.  Malcolm 
Chairman 
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Mailing  Address: 
P.O.Box  27255 
Raleigh,  NC  27611 


N©RTH  CAROLINA 

State  Board  of  Elections  &  Ethics  Enforcement 


(919)  814-0755 
Fax:  (919)  715-0135 


December  12,  2018 

VIA  ELECTRONIC  MAIL 
The  Honorable  Jesse  B.  Caldwell,  III 
The  Honorable  L.  Todd  Burke 
The  Honorable  Jeffery  B.  Foster 
c/o  Kellie  Z.  Myers 

Trial  Court  Administrator 
10th  Judicial  District 

Re:  Request  for  update  regarding  status  of  2018  general  election  in  reference  to 

Cooper  V.  Berger  et  al.,  18  CVS  3348  (aVk/a  Cooper  TV). 


Your  Honors: 

Material  developments  since  my  initial  response  to  Judge  Jeffery  B.  Foster  have  made 
it  necessary  to  revise  my  prior  update  of  December  10.  I  understand  the  nature  of  this 
correspondence  to  be  out  of  the  ordinary,  and  I  appreciate  the  consideration  of  the  Panpl. 

All  parties  to  this  matter  have  agreed  that  the  board  should  remain  in  place  pending 
the  resolution  of  the  investigation  that  has  delayed  certification  in  certain  contests,  including 
Congressional  District  9.  I  write  to  advise  the  Panel  of  recent  developments  that  may  affect 
the  State  Board’s  ability  to  complete  the  investigation  prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  stay  on 
December  28. 

In  early  afternoon  yesterday.  Rep.  David  Lewis  and  Sen.  Dan  Bishop  held  a  press 
conference  announcing  the  creation  of  new  legislation  proceeding  through  both  chambers  of 
the  General  Assembly  as  a  conference  report.  Thereafter  a  19-page  Conference  Committee 
Substitute  began  making  its  way  through  the  House  and  Senate.  See  enclosure.  Today  the 
bill  cleared  the  House  by  a  vote  of  82-17  and  the  Senate  by  a  vote  of  34-3.  If  enacted,  the 
legislation  would  trifurcate  the  current  State  Board  into  the  agencies  that  previously 
enforced  elections  and  campaign  finance,  ethics,  and  lobbying  compliance,  respectively. 
However,  the  measure  by  its  own  terms  becomes  effective  January  31.  See  enclosure  at 
Sections  2.6  and  3.11.(e). 

Late  yesterday  afternoon,  this  Panel  entered  an  Order  permitting  the  State  Board  to 
continue  as  presently  constituted  through  its  certification  of  the  2018  general  election  or 
December  28,  whichever  occurs  first.  Comparing  the  terms  of  the  Panel’s  Order  and  the 
legislation,  there  is  more  than  a  one-month  gap  during  which  time  the  agency  would  operate 
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[EXHIBIT  2] 


NORTH  CAROLINA 

State  Board  of  Elections  &  Ethics  Enforcement 

under  an  uncertain  status,  governed  by  prior  law  but  without  legal  structure  for  the 
unmerging  of  the  agencies  or  appointment  of  a  board.  We  also  understand  disagreement  may 
exist  between  the  General  Assembly  and  the  Governor  regarding  the  nature  of  the  status  quo 
upon  the  dissolution  of  the  Panel’s  stay. 

Disputes  and  uncertainty  about  the  board’s  clear  authority  between  December  28  and 
January  31  whl  substantially  disrupt  our  efforts.  It  is  my  strong  belief  that  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  that  the  current  board  remain  in  place  until  Congressional  District  9  and  the 
remaining  contests  from  the  2018  general  election  have  been  finalized  through  issuance  of 
certifications  of  elections  or  final  order  by  the  agency.  Due  to  the  complexity  of  the  ongoing 
investigation,  and  based  on  non-public  information  regarding  Congressional  District  9,  it  is 
my  belief  that  a  transition  during  this  time  would  work  against  the  public’s  interest, 
undermining  ongoing  activities  and  eroding  public  confidence  in  the  eventual  determinations 
made  by  this  agency. 


Best  Regards, ] 

D.  Malcolm 
Chairman 


Enclosure 
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(Slip  Sheet) 


Chairman  Malcolm’s  December  12  Letter  contained  the  text  of  House  Bill 
1029  as  an  Enclosure.  House  Bill  1029  has  already  been  produced  to  the 
Court  as  Exhibit  B  to  the  Joint  Motion;  therefore,  it  is  omitted  here. 


N©RTH  CAROLINA 

State  Board  of  Elections  &  Ethics  Enforcement 


IN  THE  MATTER  OF: 
Investigation  of  election 
irregularities  affecting  counties 
within  the  9th  Congressional 
District 


) 

)  ORDER  OF  PROCEEDINGS 

) 

) 

) 


As  directed  on  the  Notice  of  Date  of  Hearing,  this  matter  will  come  before  the 
State  Board  of  Elections  and  Ethics  Enforcement  (“State  Board”),  however 
constituted  as  the  body  then- authorized  to  enforce  G.S.  §§163A-1180  and  163A- 
1181  or  G.S.  §§163-182.12  and  163-182.13,  in  a  hearing  to  begin  at  10  a.m.  on 
January  11,  2019.  The  State  Board  will  consider  evidence  and  hear  testimony 
in  connection  with  an  investigation  into  irregularities  and  alleged  misconduct 
in  certain  counties  within  North  Carolina’s  Ninth  Congressional  District.  The 
proceedings  affect  the  final  certification  of  results  in  four  contests  in  the  2018 
general  election’-  (l)  U.S.  Representative  for  North  Carolina’s  Ninth 
Congressional  District;  (2)  Seat  2  on  the  District  Court  in  Judicial  District  16B; 
(3)  Bladen  County  Commissioner  District  31  and  (4)  Bladen  Soil  and  Water 
Conservation  District  Supervisor  (together,  the  “Contests”). 

The  Board  on  November  30,  2018,  determined  it  was  necessary  to  stay  final 
certification  of  the  latter  three  Contests  because  the  apparent  margin  of  victory 
in  each  race  represents  fewer  votes  than  those  under  scrutiny  in  the  State 
Board’s  investigation. 

The  hearing  will  commence  at  10:00  a.m.  in  the  courtroom  of  the  North 
Carolina  State  Bar,  located  at  217  East  Edenton  Street  in  Raleigh,  North 
Carolina. 

The  matter  will  be  considered  as  follows: 


[EXHIBIT  3] 


Written  Briefs 


1.  Candidates  in  the  affected  Contests  shall  have  the  opportunity  to  submit 
written  briefs  describing  their  positions  on  whether  the  State  Board  should 
either  (a)  certify  their  respective  elections  under  G.S.  §  163A-1184  (163-182.15) 
or  (b)  order  that  new  elections  be  held  under  G.S.  §  163A-1181  (163-182.13). 
All  written  briefs  must  be  received  by  the  State  Board  no  later  than  5^00  p.m. 
on  January  6,  2019.  Submissions  must  be  filed  electronically  by  email  to 
legal@ncsbe.gov.  See  Paragraph  6  for  distribution  of  materials. 

2.  Candidates  with  aligned  interests  are  encouraged  to  coordinate  among 
themselves  to  minimize  duplication  in  their  written  briefs. 

3.  No  brief  may  exceed  20  pages  produced  to  conform  with  the  font  size  and 
spacing  specifications  found  in  Rule  28(g)(1)  of  the  North  Carolina  Rules  of 
Appellate  Procedure.  Exhibits  will  not  count  against  the  maximum  page  count. 
Among  other  issues,  the  briefs  should  address  the  application  of  In  re  Judicial 
Review  by  Republican  Candidates  for  Election  in  Clay  County,  45  N.C.  App. 
556,  264  S.E.2d  338  (1980). 

4.  Statutory  citations  may  reference  section  numbers  either  from 
Chapter  163A  or  Chapter  163,  understanding  that  the  proper  citations  are  not 
easily  obtainable  through  publicly  available  sources  or  subscription  services. 
Parallel  citations  are  encouraged  but  not  required:  “G.S.  §  163A-1184 
(163-182.15).”  A  conversion  table  is  available  at  https://goo.gPl9pRR4. 

5.  General  objections  may  be  attached  to  the  filed  brief  as  an  addendum, 
which  shall  not  count  against  the  page  count  specified  in  Paragraph  3.  It  will 
not  be  necessary  to  raise  objections  orally  at  the  hearing  if  they  have  been  filed 
as  described.  Such  written  objections  shall  be  deemed  under  the  State  Board’s 
advisement  once  filed,  and  any  objection  not  specifically  sustained  shall  be 
deemed  denied. 

6.  Given  the  compressed  deadlines  governing  this  matter,  parties  are  not 
required  to  individually  serve  materials  on  each  other.  Rather,  all  briefing 
materials  or  supplemental  orders  shall  he  uploaded  to  the  following  online 
portal,  and  all  parties  shall  be  responsible  to  check  the  portal  for  updated 


information:  https://goo.gl/GjxKh5.  Any  party  for  whom  online  access  poses  a 
prejudicial  burden  shall  petition  the  State  Board  in  writing  for  an  exception. 

Documents 

7.  All  candidates  and  other  interested  parties  will  continue  to  have  access 
to  relevant  documents  in  the  online  portal  first  announced  and  made  available 
by  the  State  Board  on  December  4,  2018:  https://goo.gl/GjxKh5.  The  State 
Board  will  continue  to  make  documents  available  at  that  online  portal  at  least 
through  the  January  11,  2019,  and  likely  thereafter.  Parties  are  encouraged  to 
reference  documents  by  the  exhibit  number  identified  in  the  portal. 

8.  All  candidates  and  other  interested  parties  who  wish  to  submit  affidavits 
or  other  pieces  of  evidentiary  information  may  upload  the  same  through  a 
portal  opened  for  that  purpose  until  5  p.m.  on  December  21,  2018: 
https://goo.gl/forms/fVVyTBuLcgIlNePxul.  The  deadline  in  no  way  obviates 
the  deadline  for  production  required  under  any  subpoena  issued  by  the  State 
Board  oh  this  matter. 

Order  of  Matters  Presented  at  the  Hearing 

9.  At  the  hearing,  the  State  Board’s  staff  will  make  an  initial  presentation 
regarding  the  underlying  information  learned  in  the  course  of  their 
investigation. 

10.  After  the  initial  presentation,  the  State  Board  chair  will  call  witnesses 
and  staff  will  examine  those  witnesses  to  develop  the  record  on  which  the  State 
Board  will  make  factual  findings  necessary  to  certify  the  Contests,  order  new 
elections,  and/or  take  other  appropriate  action. 

11.  Those  witnesses  will  also  be  available  for  supplementary  examination  by 
State  Board  members  and  for  cross-examination  by  counsel  for  candidates  in 
the  affected  Contests,  or  by  the  candidates  themselves  if  they  are 
unrepresented. 

12.  Duplicative  questioning  will  be  severely  restricted,  and  the  State  Board’s 
Chair  will  retain  discretion  to  limit  questioning  by  time. 


13.  Candidates  in  affected  Contests,  either  personally  or  through  counsel, 
will  have  the  opportunity  to  make  their  cases  in  chief  after  the  State  Board 
staffs  presentation  and  calling  of  the  staffs  witnesses.  The  candidates,  either 
personally  or  through  counsel,  will  be  allowed  to  call  further  witnesses,  who 
will  be  subject  to  examination  as  described  in  Paragraphs  10,  11  and  12. 

Evidentiary  Standards 

14.  The  hearing  will  not  be  subject  to  the  North  Carolina  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (the  “APA”),  but  the  Board  will  be  guided  by  the  criteria  laid  out 
in  the  APA.  For  example,  hearsay  evidence  will  likely  be  admitted  if  found  to 
be  reliable.  See,  e.g.,  N.C.  Dep't  of  Pub.  Safety  v.  Ledford,  247  N.C.  App.  266, 
290-91,  786  S.E.2d  50,  66  (2016).  Articles  from  the  news  media  may  in  some 
limited  instances  be  admitted  if  offered  for  something  other  than  the  truth  of 
the  matter  asserted.  See,  e.g..  State  v.  Locklear,  322  N.C.  349,  360,  368  S.E.2d 
377,  384  (1988).  All  regular  exceptions  to  hearsay  will  apply,  and  the  hearing 
is  likely  to  include  substantial  testimony  relaying  statements  against  penal 
interest. 

15.  In  no  event,  however,  will  the  hearing  “dispense  with  any  essential 
element  of  a  fair  trial.”  See  Humble  Oil &Ref  Co.  v.  Bd.  of  Aldermen  of  Town 
of  Chapel  Hill,  284  N.C.  458,  470,  202  S.E.2d  129,  137  (1974).  That  is,  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  outlined  above,  (l)  parties  whose  rights  are 
being  determined  will  be  given  the  opportunity  to  offer  evidence,  cross-examine 
adverse  witnesses,  inspect  documents,  and  offer  evidence  in  explanation  and 
rebuttal;  (2)  absent  stipulations  or  waiver,  the  Board  will  not  base  findings  as 
to  the  existence  or  nonexistence  of  crucial  facts  upon  unsworn  statements;  and 
(3)  crucial  findings  of  fact  that  are  “unsupported  by  competent,  material  and 
substantial  evidence  in  view  of  the  entire  record  as  submitted”  will  not 
stand.  Id. 

16.  This  administrative  hearing  may  involve  information  that  affects  other 
proceedings  that  bear  on  criminal  or  civil  liability.  The  failure  of  an  individual 
or  entity  to  make  themselves  available  for  interview(s)  following  the  request  of 
the  State  Board,  the  failurq  of  an  individual  or  entity  to  produce  all  material 
either  requested  or  subpoenaed  by  the  State  Board,  and  the  failure  of  any 
individual  or  entity  to  attend  the  hearing  pursuant  to  the  terms  of  the  State 


Board’s  subpoena  may  permit  the  State  Board  members  to  draw  adverse 
inferences  against  those  individuals  or  entities.  See  Nantz  v.  Employment  Sec. 
Comm’n,  290  N.C.  473,  478,  226  S.E.2d  340,  343  (1976)  (citing  Baxter  v. 
Palmigiano,  425  U.S.  308,  318  (1976)). 

Attorneys  Not  Admitted  to  the  North  Carolina  State  Bar 

17.  Attorneys  not  admitted  to  the  North  Carolina  State  Bar  who  wish  to 
appear  at  the  hearing  for  candidates  for  election  in  the  Races  should  submit 
applications  to  appear  pro  hac  vice  to  legal@ncsbe.gov  by  5  p.m.  on  January  6, 
2019.. 


Deliberation  &  Ruling 

18.  The  State  Board  members  will  deliberate  in  open  session  once  the  case 
is  submitted,  unless  it  convenes  in  closed  session  by  majority  vote  for  purposes 
permitted  under  G.S.  §  143'318.11.  The  State  Board  will  rule  on  the  matter 
by  vote  in  open  session.  A  written  order  prepared  by  counsel  and  signed  by  the 
Chair  will  follow  the  vote,  consistent  with  the  regular  practice  of  the  State 
Board. 

Attendance  &  Press 

19.  The  hearing  shall  be  open  to  the  public,  subject  to  the  facility  rules  of  the 
State  Bar  and  all  applicable  occupancy  and  safety  restrictions.  Entry  will  be 
ensured  for  the  parties,  their  counsel,  witnesses,  and  for  members  of  the  press 
described  in  Paragraph  20.  Members  of  the  public  will  be  admitted  on  a 
first-come  basis.  Time  restrictions  may  be  imposed  by  the  Chair  if  necessary  to 
accommodate  public  attendance. 

20.  All  non-credentialed  press  must  gain  admittance  alongside  the  public. 
To  obtain  press  credentials,  members  of  press  must  contact  State  Board  Public 
Information  Officer  Patrick  Gannon  (Patrick.Gannon@ncsbe.gov),  who  shall 
exercise  discretion  in  the  issuance  of  credentials.  Between  one  and  three  pool 
cameras  will  be  permitted,  within  the  discretion  of  P.I.O.  Gannon  and  subject 
to  the  facility  rules  of  the  State  Bar. 


Maintenance  of  Order 


21.  The  Chair  may  supplement  portions  of  this  Order,  if  deemed  necessary 
and  advisable.  All  parties,  witnesses,  and  attendees  are  hereby  placed  on 
notice  of  the  Chair’s  intent  to  exercise  authority  under  G.S.  §  163A-744 
(G.S.  §  163-24)  to  maintain  order  and  to  ensure  adherence  to  the  State  Board’s 
lawful  commands: 

The  State  Board  shall  possess  full  power  and  authority  to  maintain 
order,  and  to  enforce  obedience  to  its  lawful  commands  during  its 
sessions,  and  shall  be  constituted  an  inferior  court  for  that 
purpose.  If  any  person  shall  refuse  to  obey  the  lawful  commands  of 
the  State  Board  or  its  chairman,  or  by  disorderly  conduct  in  its 
hearing  or  presence  shall  interrupt  or  disturb  its  proceedings,  it 
may,  by  an  order  in  writing,  signed  by  its  chairman,  and  attested 
by  its  secretary,  commit  the  person  so  offending  to  the  common  jail 
of  the  county  for  a  period  not  exceeding  30  days.  Such  order  shall 
be  executed  by  any  sheriff  to  whom  the  same  shall  be  delivered,  or  ■ 
if  a  sheriff  shall  not  be  present,  or  shall  refuse  to  act,  by  any  other 
person  who  shall  be  deputed  by  the  State  Board  in  writing,  and  the 
keeper  of  the  jail  shall  receive  the  person  so  committed  and  safely 
keep  him  for  such  time  as  shall  be  mentioned  in  the  commitment: 
Provided,  that  any  person  committed  under  the  provisions  of  this 
section  shall  have  the  right  to  post  a  two  hundred  dollar  ($200.00) 
bond  with  the  clerk  of  the  superior  court  and  appeal  to  the  superior 
court  for  a  trial  on  the  merits  of  his  commitment. 


This  the  17th  day  of  December,  2018. 


Josl^a  D.  Malcolm 
Chair 


CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE 


I,  Josh  Lawson,  general  counsel  to  the  North  Carolina  State  Board  of  Elections  &  Ethics 
Enforcement,  do  hereby  certify  that  I  have  this  day  served  the  foregoing  documents  upon  the  following  by 
depositing  the  same  into  the  care  and  custody  of  Federal  Express  for  delivery  to  the  recipients  below: 


Dan  K.  McCready 
Candidate,  U.S.  House 
c/o  Jonathan  Berkon 

JBerkon@perkinscoie.com 
700  13th  Street,  NW,  Suite  600 
Washington,  D.C.  20005 


Mark  E.  Harris 
Candidate,  U.S.  House 
c/o  John  Branch 

JBranch@shanahanmcdougal.com 
128  E.  Hargett  Street,  Third  Floor 
Raleigh,  NC  27601 


Vanessa  E.  Burton 
Candidate,  District  Court  Judge 
c/o  William  R.  Gilkeson 
wgilkeson@bdixon.com 
434  Fayetteville  Street,  Suite  2500 
Raleigh,  NC  27601 

Russell  Priest 

Candidate,  Bladen  Board  of  Commissioners 
307  Keith  Ave. 

Elizabethtown,  NC  28337 


Earl  Storms 

Candidate,  Bladen  Soil  &  Water 
405  Storms  Rd 
Bladenboro,  NC  28320 


Tim  Gause 

Candidate,  Bladen  Soil  &  Water 
137  Marvin  Hammond  Dr. 
Bladenboro,  NC  28320 


Jeff  Scott 

Candidate,  District  Court  Judge 

c/o  Jeff.Scott@mecklenburg.lpnc.org 
1300  Blueberry  Ln. 

Charlotte,  NC  28226 


Jack  H.  Moody,  Jr. 

Candidate,  District  Court  Judge 
jack.h.moody@nccourts.org 
1 1 1 1  Spanish  Oak  Lane 
Lumberton,  NC  28358 

Wayne  Edge 

Candidate,  Bladen  Board  of  Commissioners 
J.wedge@hotmail .  com 
2202  First  Ave. 

Elizabethtown,  NC  28337 

Charles  Wendell  Gillespie 
Candidate,  Bladen  Soil  &  Water 
874  Dewitt  Gooden  Rd. 

Elizabethtown,  NC  28337 


This  the  17th  day  of  December,  2018. 


Josh  Lawson,  General  Counsel 
N.C.  State  Board  of  Elections  & 
Ethics  Enforcement 


EXHIBIT  I 


STATE  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA 

’f’f?  DFC  I  m 

WAKE  COUNTY 


/.j} 


.  i, , 


IN  THE  GENERAL  COURT  OF  JUSTICE 
SUPERIOR  COURT  DIVISION 
17  CVS  15132 


SAMUEL  F.  FURGlteLE,  JR., . - — •) 

MARSHALL  C,  ASHCRAFT,  and  ) 

CONSTANCE  J.  ULMER  ) 

)  ORDER  ISSUING  WRIT  OF  MANDAMUS 
Petitioner,  ) 

) 

) 

THE  NORTH  CAROLINA  STATE  ) 

BOARD  OF  ELECTIONS  &  ETHICS  ) 

ENFORCEMENT,  ) 

) 

Respondent.  ) 


I  HIS  CAUSE  was  heard  by  the  undersigned  Senior  Resident  Superior  Court  Judge  at  the 
12Decembcr  2017  Civil  Session  of  Wake  County  Superior  Court  on  the  8  December  2017 
Petition  for  Writ  of  Mandamus  submitted  by  Samuel  F.  Furgiiiele,  Jr.,  Marshall  C.  Ashcraft,  and 
Constance  J.  Ulmer  (collectively,  the  “Petitioners”).  After  reviewing  the  petition,  the  record,  and 
all  other  filings  submitted  by  Petitioners  and  by  the  North  Carolina  State  Board  of  Elections  & 
Ethics  Enforcement  (“Re.spondent”  or  “State  Board”),  and  after  considering  the  arguments  of 
counsel  for  both  parties,  and  noting  the  unique  circumstances  of  this  case,  it  appears  to  the  Court 
that  Petitioners  are  entitled  to  immediate  entry  of  a  Writ  of  Mandamus. 

FINDINGS  OF  FACT 

1.  On  December  8,  2017,  Petitioners,  three  prevailing  candidates  for  election  to  the  Boone 
Town  Council,  filed  a  Petition  for  Writ  of  Mandamus  and  Motion  for  Expedited  Hearing  under 
N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §§  163-22  and  163-182,14.  Petitioners  sought  to  compel  the  State  Board  to 
direct,  through  its  executive  director,  that  the  Watauga  County  Board  of  Elections  (“Watauga 
Board”)  immediately  issue  certificates  of  election  to  Petitioners  pursuant  to  N.C,  Gen.  Stat.  § 
163-1 82. 15(a). 


2.  Elections  in  North  Carolina  are  .conducted  under  the  general  supervision  of  gubernatorial 
appointees  to  the  State  Board,  who  oversee  an  executive  director  arid  agency  staff  located  in 
Raleigh.  Ihe  State  Board  also  appoints  members  of  county  boards  of  elections,  who  administer 
elections  across  the  state.  See  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §  163-22. 


3,  Since  June  1,  2017,  the  State  Board  has  lacked  seated  members  due  to  ongoing 
proceedings  in  Cooper  v.  Berger,  at  al.,  17  CVS  5084  (now  on  appeal  as  52  PA  17-2),  though 
elections  operations  have  continued  under  statute  and  as  provided  under  special  orders  entered 
by  the  Supreme  Court, 

4,  The  Watauga  Board  administered  an  election  for  the  Town  of  Boone  that  included  voting 
by  mail,  early  voting  at  designated  one-stop  locations,  and  voting  on  Election  Day  (November  7, 
2017).  Early  voting  in  Watauga  County  was  conducted  in  accord  with  a  one-stop 
implementation  plan  established  by  the  Superior  Court  of  Wake  County  on  October  13,  2017  in 
Anderson  v.  State  Bd.  Of  Elections  and  Ethics  Enforcement,  17-CVS- 12072.  The  plan  included 
an  early  voting  site  at  the  Appalachian  State  University  (ASU)  campus. 

5,  Following  the  election,  the  Watauga  Board  canvassed  results  in  a  meeting  held 
November  17,  2017,  as  provided  by  Gen.  Stat.  §  163-182.5.  Canvassed  re.sults  confirmed  that 
Petitioners  received  the  most  votes  in  their  respective  contests. 


6.  On  November  16,  2017,  Anne-Marie  Yates,  a  regi.stered  voter  in  Watauga  County,  timely 
filed  an  election  protest  with  the  Watauga  Board  under  N.C.  Gen.  Stat.  §163-182,9,  seeking  “[t]o 
nullify  the  2017  Jmwn  of  Boone  Municipal  Elections  and  hold  a  new  election”  on  the  basis  that 
insufficient  notice  was  given  regarding  the  mandated  one-stop  site  on  ASU’s  campus.  The 
Watauga  Board  found  that  there  was  no  probable  cause  of  an  irregularity  and  unanimously 
dismi.ssed  Ms.  Yates’  protest  by  a  written  order  filed  November  21,  2017.  On  the  same  date,  Ms, 
Yates,  tlirough  counsel,  filed  a  Notice  of  Appeal  with  the  Watauga  Board  and  purported  to  file  an 
Election  Protest  Appeal  with  the  State  Board,  Coimsel  for  the  State  Board  immediately  notified 
Ms.  Yates’  counsel,  Nathan  Miller,  that,  in  the  absence  of  a  seated  State  Board,  proper  appeal 
lies  with  the  Superior  Court  of  Wake  County.  The  letter  also  indicated  applicable  deadlines,  Mr. 


Miller  subsequently  disputed  the  same  and  contended  his  client  was  entitled  to  a  ruling  by  se sited 
members  of  the  State  Board  before  any  subsequent  proceeding,  and,  following  receipt  of  filings 
in  the  instant  case,  he  indicated  to  Respondent  that  he  considered  his  client  to  be  a  necessary 
party  in  this  action  but  filed  no  motions  and  did  not  appear, 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  T.AW 

7,  In  the  absence  of  appointed  and  sworn  members  of  the  State  Board,  decisions  of  the 
county  boards  of  elections  on  election  protests  under  Article  1 5  A  of  Chapter  1 63  of  the  General 
StatutCvS  are  final  and  lack  any  additional  administrative  process.  Appeal  from  any  such  decision 
lies  with  the  Superior  Court  in  Wake  County  within  the  deadline  specified  in  N.C.  Gen.  Stat,  § 
163-182. 14(b),  All  applicable  deadlines  governing  Ms.  Yates’  protest  have  run,  and  no  appeal  is 
now  pending. 

.8,  Under  the  unique  and  narrow  circumstance  of  a  vacant  State  Board,  the  agency’s  inability 
to  resolve  petitions  and  act  on  other  statutorily  mandated  matters  are  effectively  denials  from 
which  review  by  this  Court  may  be  sought.  The  Cour  t  has  inherent  authority  to  supply  necessaiy 
relief  to  parlies  whose  legal  rights  are  affected  by  a  vacant  State  Board  and  to  preserve  tlie 
unifonn  and  orderly  operation  of  elections  administration. 

9.  The  deadline  for  delay  of  issuance  of  certifications  of  election  in  N.C,  Gen,  ,Stat,  §  163- 
182.15(a)  has  expired.  The  Watauga  Board  has  not  issued  certificates  of  election  to  the 
Petitioners  and  must  now  do  so  in  the  absence  of  a  pending  protest  and  lacking  any  stay  entered 
by  the  Superior  Court  in  Wake  County.  N.C.  Gen,  Stat.  §§  163-1 82, 15(a),  163- 182, 15(a)(2),  and 
163-1 82, 15(a)(3). 

10,  Mandamus  is  proper  in  this  case.  Petitioners  have  established  a  clear  legal  right  to  the 
immediate  issuance  of  certificates  of  election  under  the  present  circumstances,  and  the  State 
Board,  though  vacant,  is  obligated  to  effectuate  the  administration  of  elections  in  conformity 
with  law.  Mandamus  directed  at  the  vacant  State  Board  is  appropriate  and  may  be  executed  by 
the  agency’s  executive  director. 


IT  IS  THEREFORE  ORDERED  that: 


1 .  The  Petition  for  Writ  of  Mandamus  is  GRANTED. 

2.  The  State  Board  of  Elections  &  Ethics  Enforcement,  by  and  through  its  executive 
director,  shall  direct  the  Watauga  Board  of  Elections  immediately  to  issue  certificates  of 
elections  to  the  prevailing  candidates  for  Boone  Town  Council, 


This  the_  Vf|  day  of  December,  2017, 


Paul  C.  Ridgeway 
Senior  Resident  Superior  Coui;||  Judge 


00433901 


CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE 


The  undersigned  attorney  for  Petitioners  hereby  certifies  that  on  this  day  the  foregoing 
Order  Issuing  Writ  of  Mandamus  was  served  upon  the  Noifh  Carolina  State  Board  of  Elections 
&  Ethics  Enforcement  by  hand  delivery  and  by  email  at  the  addresses  below. 

Mr.  Josh  Lawson 
General  Counsel 

State  Board  of  Elections  &  Ethics  Enforcement 
Third  Floor,  Dobbs  Building 
430  N.  Salisbury  St. 

Raleigh  NC  27611 
1  oshua.lawsQn@n.csbe.  gov 

James  Bernier 
NC  Department  of  Justice 
1 14  W.  Edenton  Street 
Raleigh,  NC  27603 
i  bernier@ncdoi .  gov 


This  the 


2017. 


Sabra  J.  Faires 
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AFTIDAVIT  OF  STEPHANIE  E.  PAGE 

North  Carolina 
County  of  Robeson 

Stephanie  E.  Page,  appearing  before  the  undersigned  notary  and  being  duly  sworn,  says  that: 

I,  Stephanie  E.  Page,  do  declare  the  following  under  penalty  of  perjury: 

1 .  lam  over  the  age  of  1 8  and  a  resident  of  the  slate  of  North  Carolina.  I  have  pcreonal 
knowledge  of  the  facts  here,  and  if  called  as  a  witness,  can  testify  completely  thereto. 

2.  I  suffer  no  legal  disabilities  and  have  personal  knowledge  of  the  facts  set  forth  herein. 

3.  I  reside  at  2 1 1 2  Turner  Place,  Lumberton,  North  Carolina,  I  am  a  registered  North 
Carolina  voter  at  this  address  and  was  eligible  to  vote  in  the  November  6,  2018  general 

election. 

4.  I  requested  an  absentee  ballot  for  the  2018  general  election. 

5.  When  I  received  my  absentee  ballot,  I  filled  out  the  ballot  and  sealed  the  ballot  inside  the 
absentee  ballot  envelope. 

6.  After  I  sealed  my  absentee  ballot  envelope,  a  man  came  to  my  residence  and  offered  to 
deliver  my  absentee  ballot  envelope  to  the  county  elections  officials. 

7.  I  did  not  know  this  man  personally. 

8.  I  gave  my  absentee  ballot  envelope  to  this  man  to  deliver  to  the  county  elections  officials. 

9.  I  do  not  know  whether  this  man  delivered  my  absentee  ballot  envelope  to  the  county 
elections  officials, 

10.  _ _ _ _ 


11. 


[Signature  Page  to  Follow] 
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I  declare  that  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief,  the  information  herein  is  true,  correct,  and 
complete. 


Sworn  to  (or  affirmed)  and  subscribed  before  me  this  the 


EXHIBIT  K 
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AFFIDAVIT  OF  CHRISTOPHER  EASON 


North  Carolina 

County  of  Bladen 

Christopher  Eason,  appearing  before  the  undersigned  notary  and  being  duly  sworn,  says  that. 

I,  Christopher  Eason,  do  declare  the  following  under  penalty  of  peijury: 

1 .  I  am  over  the  age  of  1 8  and  a  resident  of  the  state  of  North  Carolina.  I  have  pereonal 
knowledge  of  the  facts  here,  and  if  called  as  a  witness,  can  testily  completely  ereto. 

2.  I  suffer  no  legal  disabilities  and  have  personal  knowledge  of  the  facts  set  forth  herein. 

3.  I  reside  at  401  Edwards  Ave,  Bladenboro,  North  Carolina.  I  am  a  registered  North 
Carolina  voter  at  this  address  and  was  eligible  to  vote  in  the  November  ,  genera 
election. 

4.  1  received  an  absentee  ballot  for  the  2018  general  election. 

5.  Leslie  McCrae  Dowless  Jr.,  also  known  as  McCrae  Dowless,  came  to  my  residence  and 
asked  that  I  give  him  my  absentee  ballot. 

6.  I  signed  the  absentee  ballot  envelope  but  left  the  ballot  completely  blank.  I  did  not  make 
any  selections  in  any  of  the  contests  on  the  ballot. 

7.  I  gave  McCrae  Dowless  the  absentee  ballot  envelope  and  ballot.  I  did  not  seal  the  ballot 
in  the  absentee  ballot  envelope. 


[Signature  Page  to  Follow] 
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I  declare  that  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief,  the  information  herein  is  true,  correct,  and 
complete. 

Name:  Christopher  Ehson 

j 

Signatory  _  - 

Date:  /  ^  ^ _ _ 


Sworn  to  (or  affirmed)  and  subscribed  before  me  this  the  _/ —  day  of 


/j  \ 

oo^-y 


Notary  Public 


My  commission  expires 


UJnw 

Notary’s  printed  or  typed  name 

C>MMcAi^,2oA3 
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AFFIDAVIT  OF  BEN  SNYDER 

North  Carolina 
County  of  Bladen 

Ben  Snyder,  appearing  before  the  undersigned  notary  and  being  duly  sworn,  says  that; 

I,  Ben  Snyder,  do  declare  the  following  under  penalty  of  perjury: 

1 .  lam  over  the  age  of  1 8  and  a  resident  of  the  state  of  North  Carolina.  I  have  personal 
knowledge  of  the  facts  here,  and  if  called  as  a  witness,  can  testify  completely  thereto. 

2.  I  suffer  no  legal  disabilities  and  have  personal  knowledge  of  the  facts  set  forth  herein. 

3.  I  am  the  current  Chairman  of  the  Bladen  County  Democratic  Party. 

4.  Following  the  November  6,  2018,  election,  I  obtained  information  regarding  a  new  tactic 
that  Leslie  McCrae  Dowless,  Jr.,  was  using  in  the  2018  election  cycle;  namely, 
intentionally  losing  voters’  absentee  ballots.  This  information  was  conveyed  to  me  by 
Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections  member  Bobby  Ludlum. 

5.  According  to  Mr.  Ludlum,  Mr.  Dowless  described  this  new  tactic  to  Ms.  Cynthia  Shaw, 
Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections  Director,  at  the  Board  of  Elections,  on  some  date  prior 
to  my  conversation  with  Mr.  Ludlum.  While  the  exact  language  of  each  party  is  not 
certain,  I  understand  the  substance  of  this  conversation  was  generally  as  follows: 

Dowless:  “Well,  I  have  added  a  new  trick” 

Shaw:  “What  is  it?” 

Dowless:  “I  am  throwing  ballots  into  the  trash.” 

[Signature  Page  to  Follow] 
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I  declare  that  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief,  the  information  herein  is  true,  coiTect, 
and  complete. 

Name:  Ben  Snyder 

Signature: 

Da,e:jilEdl_ 


Sworn  to  (or  affirmed)  and  subscribed  before  me  this  the 


_  day  ofT)€(L(*nJku/^  ,  2018. 


My  commission  expires 


i^,  20<33. 


EXHIBIT  M 


STATE  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA 


COUNTY  OF  BLADEN 


AFFIDAVIT  OF  BOBBY  R.  LUDLUM 


I,  Bobby  R.  Ludlum,  being  duly  sworn,  depose  and  say  as  follows: 

1.  I  am  over  18  years  of  age  and  I  suffer  from  no  legal  disability.  I  am 
competent  to  testify  concerning  the  matters  stated  herein  and  the  statements  contained  in  this 
Affidavit  are  based  upon  my  personal  knowledge. 

2.  I  am  a  retired  Air  Force  Command  Chief  Master  Sergeant  and  grew  up  in 
Bladen  County,  North  Carolina.  After  serving  3 1  years  in  the  United  States  Air  Force,  I  retired 
with  my  wife  to  Bladen  County.  Since  1996, 1  have  worked  regularly  as  a  volunteer  poll  worker 
at  the  polls  in  Bladen  County.  In  2012, 1  was  appointed  to  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections 
and  have  served  as  Chairman  for  most  of  the  past  four  years. 

3.  As  part  of  my  duties  with  regard  to  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections, 
I  regularly  interact  with  members  of  the  staff,  including  the  Elections  Director,  and  am 
responsible  for  overseeing  compliance  of  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections  with  applicable 
state  and  federal  election  laws. 

4.  The  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections  operates  in  a  secure  and  proper 
manner.  Our  elections  staff  properly  secures  absentee  ballots  and  other  confidential  and 
sensitive  information  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Board. 

5.  No  Bladen  County  citizen  or  other  individual  has,  to  my  knowledge,  ever 
been  given  special  access  to  information  held  by  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections,  such  as 
requests  for  absentee  ballots  or  election  results.  Our  staff  provides  requested  public  information 
as  required  by  law  to  all  citizens. 

6.  I  have  read  the  December  19,  2018  affidavit  of  Jens  Lutz,  a  former,  short¬ 
term,  Democratic  member  of  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections.  Mr.  Lutz  served  on  the 
Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections  only  from  April  2018  until  his  abrupt  resignation  on 
December  8,  2018.  Mr.  Lutz's  affidavit  contains  false  information.  Specifically,  and  first, 
neither  Leslie  McCrae  Dowless,  Jr.  nor  any  other  unauthorized  person  was  allowed  to  take  and 


copy  un-redacted  absentee  ballot  request  forms  with  confidential  information  on  them.  This  was 
not  allowed.  Second,  Mr.  Dowless  was  not  given  greater  access  to  absentee  ballot  or  other 
information  than  was  given  to  other  citizens.  Third,  our  elections  office  security  was  not  lax. 
Fourth,  the  number  of  absentee  ballots  recorded  by  the  elections  staff  has  not  been  different  on 
multiple  occasions  from  the  number  of  absentee  ballots  presented  to  the  Bladen  County  Board  of 
Elections.  These  statements  by  Mr.  Lutz  are  not  true. 

7.  With  regard  to  the  election  staffs  count  of  absentee  ballots,  I  know  of  only 
one  instance  when  the  number  of  absentee  ballots  recorded  by  the  elections  staff  has  been 
different  from  the  number  of  absentee  ballots  presented  to  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections. 
In  2018,  when  counting  the  absentee  ballots,  the  Board  fed  absentee  ballots  into  the  D200  ballot 
counting  scanner  machine  and  we  came  up  with  one  (1)  ballot  more  than  the  initial  staff  count  of 
absentee  ballots.  We  eventually  realized  that  the  discrepancy  was  due  to  the  fact  that  we  received 
an  emailed  military  absentee  ballot  that  does  not  have  an  envelope.  The  one-ballot  discrepancy 
was  solved  when  two  of  our  Board  members  recounted  the  absentee  ballot  envelopes  and  took 
the  military  ballot  into  account.  All  members  of  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections 
concurred  that  was  the  reason  for  the  discrepancy. 

8.  Mr.  Lutz  stated  that  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections  found  forged 
absentee  ballot  request  forms  in  201 8.  We  did  and  we  reported  the  incident  promptly  to  the  State 
Board  of  Elections  and  Ethics  Enforcement  ("State  Board  of  Elections").  A  lady  dropped  off  165 
absentee  ballot  request  forms  for  the  2018  general  election  at  our  Bladen  County  Board  of 
Elections  office.  About  two  to  three  weeks  before  the  general  election,  we  discovered  that  three 
(3)  of  the  forms  were  forged.  One  of  the  three  was  for  a  relative  of  mine  who  told  me  that  two 
women  had  asked  if  he  wanted  to  request  a  form.  He  said  no.  Our  elections  staff  reported  the 
information  to  the  State  Board  of  Elections  staff  and  requested  instructions  on  how  to  proceed. 
The  State  Board  of  Elections  stalf  told  us  to  mail  the  absentee  ballots  to  all  165  of  the  people 
named  on  the  ballot  request  forms  except  for  the  three  (3)  that  we  knew  were  incorrect.  We 
complied  with  those  orders,  and  the  State  Board  of  Elections  investigator,  Joan  Fleming, 
followed  up  on  the  investigation  after  the  election. 

9.  Mr.  Lutz  stated  that  our  former  Elections  Director,  Cynthia  Shaw,  could 
access  mail-in  absentee  ballot  results  prior  to  Election  Day.  It  may  be  that  Ms.  Shaw  had  that 
technological  ability  but  I  am  not  aware  of  her  ever  obtaining  these  results  prior  to  Election  Day. 
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10.  The  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections  retains  absentee  ballots  in  a  locked 
room  in  its  office  building.  Contrary  to  what  Mr,  Lutz  stated  in  his  affidavit,  the  key  to  the 
absentee  ballot  room  is  not  kept  on  a  wall  in  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections  office. 
Rather,  it  is  kept  in  the  Elections  Director's  office  in  a  secure  location.  When  I  have  gone  into 
the  absentee  ballot  room  in  the  past,  I  have  gone  accompanied  by  the  Elections  Director,  who  has 
always  obtained  the  key  from  her  office  and  accompanied  me  when  I  visit  the  room.  In  order  to 
maintain  security,  I  do  not  enter  the  room  by  myself  Based  on  what  I  know,  the  Elections 
Director  has  not  allowed  persons  to  go  into  the  ballot  room  without  being  accompanied  by  her. 

11.  I  have  read  the  December  19,  2018  affidavit  of  Benjamin  M.  Snyder,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Bladen  County  Democratic  Party.  In  it,  Mr.  Snyder  falsely  states  that  1  told  Mr. 
Snyder  that  Leslie  MacRae  Dowless,  Jr.  had  told  Elections  Director  Cynthia  Shaw  that  he  throws 
ballots  in  the  trash.  That  is  not  a  true  statement.  I  am  not  aware  of  anyone  in  Bladen  County 
ever  throwing  ballots  in  the  trash  or  stating  that  they  have  thrown  absentee  ballots  or  any  type  of 
ballot  in  the  trash. 

12.  No  election  protest  regarding  the  Ninth  Congressional  District  election  in 
2018  was  ever  filed  with  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections. 

13.  Since  the  State  Board  of  Elections  refused  to  certify  the  Ninth 
Congressional  District  election  at  its  November  27,  2018  meeting,  I  have  heard  many  false 
statements  from  people  alleging  errors  in  the  operations  of  Bladen  County  elections. 

14.  I  do  not  have  knowledge  about  what  individual  groups  have  done  with 
regards  to  collecting  absentee  ballots  but  I  know  that  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections  has 
processed  all  ballots  received  --  whether  by  mail-in  or  hand-delivered  absentee  ballot,  one-stop 
voting,  early  voting  or  voting  on  Election  Day  -  in  a  manner  that  complies  with  guidance  from 
the  State  Board  of  Elections.  In  the  case  of  mailed  absentee  ballots,  once  the  ballot  leaves  the 
Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections  office,  we  do  not  have  control  over  the  ballots  until  they  are 
returned  to  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections  office. 

15.  Our  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections  and  its  staff  work  hard  to  make 
sure  that  Bladen  County  citizens  receive  the  public  information  that  they  request,  know  the  rules 
regarding  ballots,  voting,  and  other  election-related  issues.  While  there  may  be  individuals 
outside  of  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections  who  have  not  followed  all  of  the  rules  regarding 
absentee  ballots,  as  was  alleged  in  2016  and  2018,  Bladen  County  elections  officials  have 
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operated  elections  in  Bladen  County  in  a  manner  that  is  fair  to  all  citizens  and  in  accordance  with 
State  law'. 


'Ihis  the 


of  January,  2019. 


STATE  OF  NOR'l  H  CAROLINA 
COUNTY  OF  BLADEN 

■fV\ 

Sworn  to  (or  affirmed)  and  subscribed  before  me  this  the  iO  day  of  January,  2019. 


(Official  Seal) 


Notary'  Public  ^ 


My  Commission  Expires: 

^  202h 


ND;  4847-54 14-8485,  v.  1 


4 


EXHIBIT  N 


Exhibit  7.1. 2.2 


44  of  96 


AFFIDAVIT  OF  JENS  LUTZ 


North  Carolina 

County  of  Bladen 

Jens  Lutz,  appearing  before  the  undersigned  notary  and  being  duly  sworn,  says  that: 

I,  Jens  Lutz,  do  declare  the  following  under  penalty  of  perjury: 

1 .  lam  over  the  age  of  1 8  and  a  resident  of  the  state  of  North  Carolina.  I  have  personal 
knowledge  of  the  facts  here,  and  if  called  as  a  witness,  can  testify  completely  thereto. 

2.  I  suffer  no  legal  disabilities  and  have  personal  knowledge  of  the  facts  set  forth  herein. 

3.  I  am  a  former  member  of  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections  (the  “Board”).  I  resigned 
from  the  Board  on  December  8,  2018, 

4.  Prior  to  resigning  from  the  Board,  I  learned  many  facts  that  made  me  question  the 
security  and  integrity  of  Bladen  County  elections. 

5.  At  all  times  relevant  herein,  Leslie  McCrae  Dowless  Jr.,  also  known  as  McCrae  Dowless, 
has  had  a  close  relationship  with  Cynthia  Shaw,  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections 
Director,  and  Gina  Ward,  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections  Deputy  Director. 

6.  It  is  my  understanding  that  during  prior  election  years.  Board  staff  allowed  Mr.  Dowless 
to  take  and  copy  unredacted  absentee  ballot  request  forms,  which  include  social  security 
numbers,  driver’s  license  numbers,  state  ID  numbers,  and  signatures.  Upon  information 
and  belief,  this  information  gave  Mr.  Dowless  the  ability  to  request  absentee  ballots  for 
anyone  who  has  ever  voted  by  absentee  ballot  by  mail  in  the  recent  past. 

7.  In  the  course  of  our  supervisory  duties,  we  discovered  that  several  forged  absentee  ballot 
request  forms  were  submitted  for  the  2018  general  election,  including  one  request  form 
on  behalf  of  a  deceased  person,  another  submitted  on  behalf  of  a  relative  of  fellow  Board 
member  Bobby  Ludlum,  and  another  submitted  on  behalf  of  a  relative  of  Ms.  Shaw. 
When  I  asked  Ms.  Shaw  whether  she  had  provided  the  State  Board  of  Elections  with  the 
absentee  ballot  request  form  that  had  been  submitted  on  behalf  of  the  deceased 
individual,  she  informed  me  that  she  had  not  and  that  she  had  instead  contacted  Mr. 
Dowless  and  talked  to  him  about  it.  I  had  previously  provided  a  copy  of  the  request  form 
and  a  copy  of  the  death  certificate  to  the  State  Board  of  Elections. 

8.  It  is  my  understanding  that  Open  Records  Laws  allow  citizens  to  receive  information 
from  Coimty  Boards  of  Election  regarding  when  absentee  ballots  would  be  sent  to 
specific  voters.  Mr.  Dowless  abused  this  provision  in  the  law  by  regularly  receiving  such 
information  (contained  in  a  report  titled  “Absentee  Ballot  Voter  Correspondence  Report”) 
from  Board  staff ,  allowing  Mr.  Dowless  to  send  his  workers  to  those  voters  right  after 
the  ballots  arrived.  Because  the  race  of  the  voter  is  included  on  this  report,  Mr.  Dowless 
could  have  used  it  to  target  African  American  voters.  On  one  occasion  in  the  fall  of  2018, 
I  witnessed  Mr.  Dowless  pressuring  Board  staff  to  provide  this  information  to  him.  I 
confronted  Mr.  Dowless  and  told  him  that  the  Board  office  was  closed.  He  responded 
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angrily,  and  my  fellow  Board  of  Elections  member,  Mr.  Ludlum,  went  outside  to  explain 
the  situation,  after  which  he  left  the  Board  of  Elections. 

9.  It  is  my  understanding  that  Ms.  Shaw  had  the  ability  to  access  the  mail-in  absentee  ballot 
results  prior  to  Election  Day.  She  could  do  this  by  taking  the  thumb  drive  from  the  mail- 
in  absentee  ballot  voting  machine  and  inserting  it  into  a  computer  that  could  read  the 
results.  She  did  not  need  to  print  a  voting  machine  tape  to  get  the  results. 

10. 1  know  of  one  person  who  claims  to  have  overheard  Mr.  Dowless  bragging  about  pre¬ 
election  candidate  vote  totals  to  multiple  people  after  one-stop  in-person,  early  voting 
ended,  indicating  that  he  was  aware  of  the  one-stop  early  voting  totals,  and  that  the 
candidate  or  candidates  he  supported  were  in  the  lead. 

1 1 .  The  Board  oSice  security  is  lax.  A  key  to  the  absentee  ballot  room  is  kept  on  a  wall  in  the 
Board  office.  Accordingly,  anyone  with  access  to  the  Board  office  can  easily  access  the 
absentee  ballot  room.  Absentee  ballots  were  kept  in  zipped  bags  in  the  absentee  ballot 
room. 

12.  The  Board  does  not  see  the  absentee  ballots  until  the  Board  staff  presents  the  ballots  to 
the  Board.  When  the  Board  staff  receives  absentee  ballots,  the  Board  staff  codes  the 
ballots  (using  the  absentee  ballot  envelope  bar  code)  into  the  system  and  creates  an  initial 
report.  The  absentee  ballots  are  then  presented  to  the  Board.  In  multiple  instances,  there 
were  discrepancies  between  the  initial  report  and  the  actual  the  number  of  ballots 
presented  to  the  Board. 

13.1  was  informed  that  two  voters,  Emma  Shipman  and  Datesha  Montgomery,  had  been 
visited  by  a  woman  (later  identified  as  Lisa  Britt)  who  collected  their  absentee  ballots.  I 
checked  Board  records  to  confirm  whether  the  absentee  ballots  had  been  returned  to  the 
Board;  they  had  not  been.  I  then  met  with  Ms.  Shipman  and  Ms.  Montgomery,  separately, 
and  obtained  statements  regarding  their  experiences. 

14.  Several  days  after  Ms.  Shipman’s  statement  had  been  received  by  Ms.  Shaw,  I  was  told 
by  Ms.  Shipman  that  the  same  woman  who  had  initially  collected  her  ballot  had  brought 
her  ballot  back  to  her,  sealed  in  the  ballot  envelope  and  signed  by  two  witnesses. 


[Signature  Page  to  Follow] 
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I  declare  that  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief,  the  information  herein  is  true,  correct, 
and  complete. 


EXHIBIT  O 
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AFFIDAVIT  OF  DWIGHT  SHEPPARD 


STATE  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA  ) 

) 

COUNTY  OF  BLADEN  ) 

The  undersigned,  being  first  duly  sworn,  upon  personal  knowledge  and  belief,  does  say  and  depose  as 

follows: 

1 .  I  am  over  the  age  of  eighteen  (18)  years  old.  1  am  of  sound  mind  and  body,  and  I  suffer  no  legal 
disabilities.  If  called  as  a  witness.  I  can  testify  completely  to  the  matters  set  forth  herein. 

2.  1  am  a  resident  of  Bladen  County,  North  Carolina,  and  1  am  a  registered  voter  of  said  county  and 

state. 

3.  My  contact  information  is  as  follows: 

Address:  20134  NC  Hwy  87  W 

St.  Pauls.  NC  28384 
Telephone:  910-813-9729 

Email:  sheppadl@embarqmail.com 

4.  I  allege  and  state  as  follows: 

It  is  common  knowledge  that  Leslie  McCrae  Dowless.  Jr.,  was  working  for  the  Mark  Harris  Campaign 

in  the  Primary  Election  and  General  Election  of  2018. 

On  election  day,  November  6,  201 8, 1  was  outside  the  Bethel  Precinct  polling  site  in  Dublin,  NC.  1 
overheard  a  group  of  people  talking,  and  someone  said  that  Leslie  McCrae  Dowless.  Jr.,  would  receive  a  bonus 
in  the  amount  of  $40,000.00  from  the  Mark  Harris  campaign  if  Mark  Hams  won  the  election  over  Dan 

McCready. 

Also  on  election  day,  November  6,  2018,  outside  the  Hollow  Precinct  polling  site  in  Tarheel,  NC.  1 
overheard  Tommy  White  of  Bethel  precinct  say  that  he  had  received  an  absentee  ballot  in  the  mail  which  he  had 


not  ordered. 
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COUNTY iQF  BLADEN 

a  Notary  Public,  do  hereby  certify  that  Agnes  Willis  personally 
appeared  before  me  this  day  and  acknowledged  the  due  execution  of  the  foregoing  instrument  for  the  purposes 


therein  described. 


Witness  my  hand  and  notarLtfhsell,  this  the  29"’  day  of  November  2018. 

'  NOTARY  PUBLIC  O 


My  Commission  expires; 
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1  PROCEEDINGS  1:30  p . m . 

2  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  I'd  like  to  call  this  meeting 

3  to  order.  My  name  is  Grant  Whitney.  I'm  the  chairman  of 

4  the  North  Carolina  State  Board  of  Elections. 

5  Before  we  start,  I'm  required  to  read  a  statement 

6  regarding  ethics  from  the  North  Carolina  General  Statute 

7  138-15 (e) .  In  accordance  with  the  State  Government  Ethics 

8  Act,  it  is  the  duty  of  every  board  member  to  avoid  both 

9  conflicts  of  interest  and  appearances  of  conflict. 

10  Does  any  board  member  have  any  known  conflict  of 

11  interest  or  appearance  of  conflict  with  respect  to  any 

12  matters  coming  before  the  board  today? 

13  (No  response) 

14  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  Thank  you.  If  so,  please 

15  identify  the  conflict  or  appearance  of  conflict  and  refrain 

16  from  any  undue  participation  in  the  particular  matter. 

17  And  for  the  record.  Counsel  has  not  advised  me  of 

18  any  conflicts  of  which  Counsel  is  aware. 

19  We  are  here  to  conduct  two  hearings,  one  dealing 

20  with  the  Dowless  matter,  which  is  a--which  at  a  previous 

21  hearing  we  assumed  jurisdiction.  These  are  both  out  of 

22  Bladen  County.  And  the  second,  if  I'm  not  mistaken,  was 

23  appealed  to  us,  and  that  is  the  Register  case. 

24  We're  going  to  start  with  the  Dowless  hearing  and 

25  we  will  need  to  determine  whether  probable  cause  exists  to 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 


move  forward.  I'm  open  to  comments  from  the  Board  at  this 
time  as  to  whether  the  protest  petition  or  any  other 
documents  that  are  in  the  record  that  we've  been  provided 
provides  enough  information  to  establish  probable  cause,  or 
if  you  do  not  feel  that  is  the  case,  we  can  hear  from  the 
parties  to  make  a  probable  cause  determination. 

So  Board  members,  what  say  you  on  probable  cause? 

MR.  MALCOLM:  I'd  like  to  hear  from  Dowless. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Okay.  That's  fine. 

MS.  AMOROSO:  Could  I  make  a  motion  to  move 

forward? 


CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Yeah,  on  the  probable  cause 

part  of  this,  yes. 


MS.  AMOROSO:  And  is  it  based  on  the--hold 

on--based  on  what  we've--what  I  see  here  regarding  the 
absentee  ballot  issue;  that  alleged  absentee  ballot,  I  think 
that  is  enough  grounds  to  move  forward  and  hear  this  matter. 


Do  we  need  a  motion 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

MS.  AMOROSO: 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

MS.  AMOROSO: 

probable  cause  and  we  move  to 
MR.  MALCOLM: 


on  this  or-- 
I  think  you  do . 

Yes,  we  do. 

I  think  you  do . 

I  move  that  we--that  there  is 
a  full  hearing  on  the  matter. 
I'll  second  the  motion.  I 
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want  to  hear  it  all,  too. 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 


MS.  KRICKER: 
CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 
the  parties  . 

MS.  AMOROSO: 
CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 
all  that.  So  motion,  second 
(Unanimous  vote  in 
CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 


Yes,  absolutely. 

So  this  is  that  we  hear  from 

Yes ,  sir . 

Yeah,  okay.  I'm  fine  with 
All  in  favor  say  aye. 
favor  of  the  motion.) 

Opposed,  no. 


9  (No  response) 

10  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Okay.  Would  the  attorney  or 

11  other  representative  for  Mr.  Leslie  McCrae  Dowless,  Jr., 

12  please  appear,  identify  yourself,  and-- 

13  MR.  MALCOLM:  Where  is  Mr.  Dowless? 

14  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Mr.  Dowless  is  here  with  us. 

15  MS.  AMOROSO:  Whose  mic?  Is  that  right? 

16  Maya,  excuse  me.  Your  mic — make  sure  your  mic  is  on. 

17  (Whereupon, 

18  LESLIE  McCRAE  DOWLESS,  JR., 

19  having  first  been  duly  sworn,  was 

20  examined  and  testified  as  follows:) 

21  MR.  LAWSON:  Can  I  want  to  clarify,  Mr. 

22  Chairman;  are  you  calling  this  witness? 

23  MR.  MALCOLM:  I  want  to  hear  from  Mr. 

24  Dowless 
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MR.  LAWSON: 


Okay  . 
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1 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

Because  he ' 

2 

certainly  he  can  be  represented  by  counse 

3 

Dowless--!  want  to  hear  directly  from  him 

4 

MR.  JOYNER: 

Mr .  Chairma 

5 

MS.  AMOROSO: 

Normally  we 

6 

get  started,  open  up  the-- 

7 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

Yeah,  I'm  f 

8 

with  that,  Ms.  Amoroso. 

9 

MR.  JOYNER: 

Mr .  Chairma 

10 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

Yes  . 

11 

MR.  JOYNER: 

I'm  I rving 

12 

represent  the  Bladen  County 

Improvement  A 

13 

and  we  want  to  note  our  appearance  and  al 

14 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

I ' m  sorry? 

15 

MR.  JOYNER: 

We  want  to 

16 

appearance,  and  also  be  in  a 

position  to 

17 

Dowless  with  respect  to  his 

testimony . 

18 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

I  have  no  p 

19 

Anybody  else? 

20 

MR.  JOYNER: 

Then  should 

21 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

You're  aski 

22 

be  at  the  table? 

23 

MR.  JOYNER: 

That ' s  corr 

24 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

I ' m  fine  wi 

25 

sure  . 

s  the  protestor, 

1 ,  but  I  want  Mr . 
under  oath. 

n-- 

allow  counsel  to 

ine  with--I'm  fine 

n?  Mr.  Chairman? 

Joyner,  and  I 
ssociation  PAC, 

SO-- 

note  our 

cross-examine  Mr. 

roblem  with  that. 

we  take  a  seat? 
ng  if  you  should 

ect . 

th  you  being  there. 
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MR.  JOYNER:  Okay.  And  my  co-counsel. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Of  course. 

MR.  JOYNER:  Okay.  Thank  you. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  But  let's  all  identify  each 

other  while  we're  at  it.  So  counsel  for  Mr.  Dowless,  tell 
me  who ' s  here . 


MR.  KNIGHT: 

Mr  . 

Chairman, 

I'm  an  attorney  here 

in 

Raleigh.  I 

ommittee  and  Mr.  Dowless 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

All 

right . 

MR.  KNIGHT: 

With  me  i s  Mr . 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

All 

right.  SI 

right.  And  he  represents-- 
MR.  KNIGHT: 

Dowle  s  s . 


The  McCrory  Committee  and  Mr. 


16 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

Okay  . 

17 

MR.  KNIGHT: 

Mr .  Dowle  s  s 

is  present. 

18 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

Okay.  And- 

- 

19 

MR.  KNIGHT: 

Also  at  the 

table  is  Ms . 

20 

Charlotte  Ware. 

21 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

All  right . 

And  she 

22 

represents-- 

23 

MR.  KNIGHT: 

She  is  a  witness. 

24 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

All  right . 

We  'll  just  hold 

25 

on  that  one  for  now,  and  then 

-- 
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1 

MR.  JOYNER: 

2 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

3 

MR.  JOYNER: 

4 

Improvement  Association  and 

5 

Swain . 

6 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

7 

MS.  SWAIN: 

8 

MR.  HAMILTON: 

9 

Kevin  Hamilton  on  behalf  of 

10 

and  the  N 

orth  Carolina  Demo 

11 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

12 

did  you? 

13 

MR.  HAMILTON: 

14 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

15 

either . 

I  think  our  teams 

16 

MR.  HAMILTON: 

17 

tied  up. 

18 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

19 

probable 

cause  up  to  this  p 

20 

MR.  LAWSON: 

21 

your  typi 

cal  hearing  now. 

22 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

23 

MR.  : 

24 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

25 

MR.  JOYNER: 

Irving  Joyner. 

Okay  . 

On  behalf  of  the  Bladen  County 
its  members,  assisted  by  Caitlin 

All  right . 

Thank  y ou . 

Excuse  me,  Mr.  Chairman, 
the  Cooper  for  North  Carolina 
ratic  Party. 

You  never  got  back  to  Seattle, 

Never  did. 

I  never  got  back  to  Charlotte, 
re  playing  tomorrow,  right? 

Tomorrow  I'm  even  a  little 

Josh,  we're  limited  to  the 
int,  right? 

Motion--you  had  a--you're  at 

We ' re  good . 

We're  full  speed  ahead. 

I'm  sorry.  All  right. 

Mr .  Chairman? 
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1  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Yeah. 

2  MR.  JOYNER:  On  behalf  of  the  Bladen  County 

3  Improvement  Association,  I  want  to,  on  the  record,  state  our 

4  objection  to  your  finding  of  probable  cause  without  any 

5  evidentiary  basis  or  hearing  to  ascertain  the  factual  and 

6  legal  basis  for  that  determination. 

7  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Does  any  member  of  this  Board, 

8  given  his  objection,  have  any  problem  just  limiting  it  to 

9  a  probable  cause  issue  at  this  point? 


10 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

I ' 11  say  on 

the 

record. 

Mr  . 

11 

Joyner,  it's 

nice  to  see 

you  again ,  sir. 

12 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

Good  to  see 

you 

again , 

too  . 

13 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

You  all  know 

Professor 

Joyner 

14  was  one  of  my  instructors  in  law  school.  I  will--based  on 

15  me  being  the  one  that  seconded  Ms.  Amoroso's  motion,  the 

16  reason  for  which  I  seconded  it,  that  probable  cause  had  been 

17  established;  it  was  based  on  the  four  corners  of  the  protest 

18  and  the  information  contained  therein,  which  leads  me  to 

19  believe  that  this  Board  needs  to  take  appropriate  action  to 

20  determine  the  facts  and  circumstances  related  to  the 

21  assertions  that  have  been  made  by  Mr.  Knight's  client. 

22  That's  the  basis,  sir. 

23  MR.  JOYNER:  And--and  I  understand  that, 

24  but  for  the  record,  I  want  to  indicate  that,  looking  at  the 

25  four  corners  of  the  document,  which  is  full  of  conclusions 
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1  and  hearsay,  that  there  isn't  a  factual  or  a  legal  basis  to 

2  move  forward.  But  that's  for  the  record.  You've  already 

3  taken  the  action  that  you've  taken,  so  we  will  deal  with 

4  that,  but  1  just  wanted  on  the  record  our  objection. 

5  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  It's  on  the  record.  All 

6  right.  Is  there  any  problem  proceeding  at  this  point? 


7 

MR.  LAWSON: 

No.  You  all  have 

been- 

-and 

8 

you're  proceeding. 

9 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY; 

Thank  you. 

Professor. 

Okay  . 

10 

In  that  case,  we  know  who  all  the  players 

are , 

s  0  Mr  . 

11 

Knight,  please  proceed.  Oh 

,  and  we  need 

to-- 

12 

MR.  LAWSON: 

So  this  is 

slightly  different 

13 

than  the  kind  of  appellate 

hearings  that 

we  have  here 

where 

14 

this  is  establishing  their 

case  in  chief . 

15 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY; 

I  just  want 

to  be 

fair. 

but 

16 

I  mean-- 

17 

MR.  LAWSON: 

I'm  happy  to  keep 

time , 

18 

whatever  you  like. 

19 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

What  are  we 

going 

to  do 

,  the 

20 

30  minute  plus  the  ten  rebuttal  for  each 

side? 

Any 

21 

objection  on  the  Board  for 

that  ? 

22 

(No  response) 

23 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

Okay .  Y'all  are 

going 

to  have 

24 

30  minutes,  ten  minute  rebuttal.  Y'all  are  going  to 

have 

25 

30  minutes,  ten  minute  rebuttal,  okay,  and  Josh 

is  keeping 

11 


1  time . 

2  MR.  BRANCH:  Mr.  Chairman,  John  Branch. 

3  For  clarification,  is  it  30  minutes  for  the  opening 

4  statement,  or  does  that  also  include  the  presentation  of 

5  evidence  via  witnesses? 

6  If  1  may  suggest  to  the  Board,  perhaps  the  time 

7  limitation  apply  to  the  opening  statements  of  the  different 

8  interested  parties  here,  and  then  the  witnesses'  testimony, 

9  given  the  concerns  that  the  Board  members  have  with  them, 

10  it  possibly  could  take  longer. 

11  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  I  don't  have  a  problem  with 

12  that  in  concept,  except  maybe  the  30  minutes  is  a  little 

13  too  long  if  we're  going  to  say  it  doesn't  include,  so  I'm 

14  going  to-- 

15  MR.  KNIGHT:  I  can  assure  you  my  opening 

16  statement  will  not  take  30  minutes. 

17  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  All  right.  Let's  do-- 

18  MR.  MALCOLM:  Thank  you. 

19  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Why  don't  we  do  this:  Fifteen 

20  minute  opening  statement,  15  minute  rebuttal  for  each.  That 

21  cuts  it  down  a  little.  And  then  we're  just  not  going  to 

22  worry  too  much  about  time  frame  for  witnesses. 

23  I  want  to  keep  it  as  quick  as  possible  but  I  don't 

24  want  to  limit  valuable  testimony  to  witnesses  that  can  shed 

25  some  light  on  the  issues  here.  So  15,  15,  15,  and  15.  How 
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1  about  that?  Y'all  good  with  that? 

2  MR.  MALCOLM:  I'm  fine.  It's  going  to  go 

3  wacky  either  way. 

4  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Well,  yeah.  Okay.  All  right. 

5  Proceed,  Mr.  Knight. 

6  MR.  KNIGHT:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

7  Thank  you,  members  of  the  Board.  This  is  a  protest  filed 

8  under  NCGS  Section  163-182.9,  .10,  and  .12.  The  protest 

9  concerns  the  tabulation  of  votes  or  other  irregularity 

10  requiring  the  intervention  of  the  State  Board  of  Elections. 

11  The  relief  we  seek  today  is  to  adjust  the 

12  tabulation  of  the  final  vote  in  Bladen  County  by  declining 

13  to  count  votes  cast  in  violation  of  the  General  Statutes, 

14  and/or  take  other  such  action  as  the  Board  shall  determine 

15  as  appropriate  pursuant  to  163-182.12. 

16  Now,  there  are  two  distinct  parts  of  this  protest. 

17  There  is  the  determination  of  evidence  and  whether  there  is 

18  evidence  of  a  violation  or  fraud  in  the  casting  and  counting 

19  of  ballots,  and  there  is  the  legal  argument  as  to  what  to 

20  do  with  those  ballots  in  the  event  that  there  is  a  violation 

2 1  found . 

22  So  I  want  to  begin  with  the  evidentiary  part  of 

23  it.  We  can  proceed  to  the  legal  arguments  at  the  conclusion 

24  of  our  presentation  of  evidence.  We  can  await  presentation 

25  of  opposing  evidence  and  then  go  to  the  legal  argument  after 
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1  you  determine  whether  there's  a  violation  or  fraud,  as  the 

2  conduct  of  that  is,  of  course,  up  to  you. 

3  In  summary,  inspection  of  approximately  275  mail- 

4  in  absentee  envelopes  in  Bladen  County,  and  inspection  of 

5  approximately  400  mail-in  absentee  ballots,  with  the  write 

6  in  votes  in  a  particular  race,  indicates  a  scheme  or  an 

7  organized  efforts,  where  it  appears  the  purported  voter  did 

8  not  actually  vote  the  ballot  himself  or  herself,  but  the 

9  ballot  was  voted  by  one  or  more  persons  who  may  have  also 

10  served  as  a  witness  for  the  absentee  ballot. 

11  The  affected  ballots  did  not  indicate  that  the 

12  voter  had  requested  or  certified  assistance  in  marking  his 

13  or  her  ballot,  and  the  ballot  must  be  discounted  because  it 

14  is  impossible  to  determine  the  intent  of  the  voter. 

15  This  scheme  affected  an  unknown  number  of  ballots, 

16  but  specifically,  we  are  talking  about  approximately  400  to 

17  419  absentee  write-in  ballots,  which  included  a  write  in  for 

18  Soil  and  Water  District  Supervisor  in  Bladen  County. 
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MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Mr .  Knight . 

20 

MR. 

KNIGHT : 

Yes ,  sir . 

21 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

So  you  just  used  a  pretty 

22  important  phrase.  So  it's  your  position  and  it's  the 

23  Republican  Party's  position,  because  you're  here  on  behalf 

24  of  your  client  and  on  behalf  of  the  Republican  Party, 

25  correct? 


14 


1  MR.  KNIGHT:  Sped  fi  cal  1  y- -wel  1 ,  I-- 

2  specifically,  I  represent  the  McCrory  Committee  and  Mr. 

3  Dowless  . 

4  MR.  MALCOLM:  Okay.  So  it's  the  position 

5  of  all  your  clients,  you  said  that  the  bal lo t- - s ince  we 

6  don't  know  the  voter's  intent,  did  you  say  the  vote  should 

7  be  discounted  or  the  ballot  should  be  discounted? 

8  MR.  KNIGHT:  The  entire  ballot  should  be 

9  discounted. 


10 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

What  if  we  knew  the  voter's 

11 

intent  ? 

Would  you  have 

a 

different  position  on  that? 

12 

MR. 

KNIGHT : 

I  think--I  believe  there  is 

13 

case  law. 

and 

we  can  argue 

the 

:  legal  part  of  it  later--is 

14 

that  if  you-- 

you  cannot 

interview  the  voter  necessarily 

15 

later  to 

determine  an 

intent , 

if  the  vote  on  its  face--if 

16 

the  ballot  on 

its  face 

-- 

■  i  s 

f 1  awed . 

17 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

And  so  is  that  what  you're 

18 

proposing 

,  that  while 

part 

of 

the  ballots  that  you  looked 

19 

at--that 

you 

and  your 

clients 

looked  at--is  the  part  that' 

20 

flawed . 

The 

ballot . 

21 

MR. 

KNIGHT : 

The  ballot  was  flawed,  yes. 

22 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

What  part  of  the  ballot  is 

23 

flawed? 

24 

MR. 

KNIGHT : 

The  entire  ballot.  And  the 

25 

only--the 

only-- 
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1  MR.  MALCOLM:  Does  the  ballot  have  the 

2  witness  signature  on  it? 

3  MR.  KNIGHT;  The  ballot  doesn't  have  a 

4  witness  signature.  The  envelope  has  a  witness  signature. 

5  But  there  is  a--on  these  particular  ballots,  there  is  a 

6  write  in  which  contains  handwriting,  and  the  handwriting, 

7  as  we  will  determine,  is  consistent  across  numerous  ballots, 

8  indicating  that  one  or  more  individuals  filled  in  the  ballot 

9  instead  of  the  voter. 

10  MR.  MALCOLM:  1  understand  that's  been--and 

11  that's  why  I  want  to  sort  of  pin  you  down  now,  so  at  least 

12  in  my  mind  I  can  ask  it.  So  you're  saying  the  ballot  is 

13  flawed  because  the  envelope  either  has  a  signature  that  you 

14  don't  agree  with  or  the  signature  is  not  there,  so  that  lack 

15  of  signature  affects  the  ballot.  That's  the--that's  where 

16  you're  saying  the  ballot  is  flawed;  is  that  correct? 

17  MR.  KNIGHT:  What  I'm  saying  is  this.  The 

18  write-in  for  Soil  and  Water  District  Supervisor  indicates 

19  that  the  voter  did  not  fill  out  that--did  not  write  that  in. 

20  MS.  AMOROSO:  Right.  And  that  would  affect 

21  the  entire  ballot,  the  rest  of  the  ballot.  Is  that  what 

22  you're  alleging  here? 

23  MR.  KNIGHT:  That's  exactly  what  I'm 

24  alleging  here. 

25  MR.  MALCOLM:  That's  my  question,  too. 
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1  MR.  KNIGHT;  That  it's  impossible  to 

2  determine  the  intent  of  the  voter  because  we  don't  know  what 

3  part  of  that  vote--that  ballot  the  voter  voted.  I  mean,  did 

4  the  voter  vote  for  a  couple  of  races  and  the  person  who 

5  wrote  in  the  name  vote  for  a  couple  of  races?  Did  the  voter 

6  vote  for  all  of  them  except  for  the  write-in?  Did  the 

7  person  who  wrote  it  in — 

8  MR.  MALCOLM:  So  that's  great  that  you're 

9  saying  that,  because  that's  the  evidence  that  I'm--I'll  wait 

10  for  your  evidentiary,  because  that's  exactly  what  I  want-- 

11  that's  exactly  the  evidence  that  I  want  in  a  couple  of 

12  minutes  when  you  get  to  it,  to  show  that.  That's  exactly 

13  what  I'm  asking. 

14  MR.  KNIGHT:  Okay.  Ordinarily  this  type 

15  of  scheme  or  plan  or  organized  event  would  be  difficult,  if 

16  not  impossible,  to  discover.  But  as  we  already  discussed, 

17  in  Bladen  County  in  2016,  there  was  a  write-in  campaign  for 

18  the  office  of  Soil  and  Water  District  Supervisor.  And  the 

19  candidate  of  this  write  in  campaign  was  a  Franklin  Graham, 

20  and  he  received  over  3,700  votes,  write-in  votes. 

21  It  was  the  writing  part  of  the  write  in  that 

22  caught  the  attention  of  the  local  Board  of  Elections,  and 

23  before  Election  Day,  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections 

24  contacted  the  State  Board  of  Elections  about  concerns 

25  concerning  the  witnesses  and  the  handwriting  on  the  write 
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1 

in  portion  of 

the  ballots . 

2 

MS  . 

AMOROSO : 

So  Mr .  Knight , 

that  was  a 

3 

bipartisan  conclusion  by  the 

Bladen  County  Board  of 

4 

Elections-- 

5 

MR. 

KNIGHT ; 

You  can-- 

6 

MS  . 

AMOROSO : 

--during  one  of 

their 

absentee 

7 

ballot  meetings. 

8 

MR. 

KNIGHT : 

You  can  ask  Mr . 

Brian 

Hehl 

9  who  is  here  and  will--is  prepared  to  testify,  but  I  believe 
10  so . 


11 

MS  . 

AMOROSO : 

Thank  y ou . 

12 

MR. 

KNIGHT : 

Examination  of  the  mail-in 

13  absentee  ballots  that  included  a  write-in  vote  for  Franklin 

14  Graham  does  show  that  the  writing  among  groups  is 

15  startlingly  similar. 

16  Brian  Hehl,  a  member  of  the  County  Board,  wrote 

17  to  the  State  Board  investigator  that  while  he  was  no  expert, 

18  even  he  could  see  that  there  were  similarities.  The  letter 

19  that  Mr.  Hehl  signed  is  a  part  of  your--is  part  of  the 

20  petition  and  it's  a  part  of  your  record. 

21  The  McCrory  campaign  was  notified  about  the 

22  problem  with  the  write  in  ballots  and  commissioned  a 

23  document  examiner  to  go  to  Bladen  County  and  review  those 

24  ballots  that  we  were  allowed  to  review.  There  were 

25  restrictions  placed  on  the  time,  place,  and  circumstances 
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1  for  the  review. 

2  I  believe  the  ballots  themselves  were  copied, 

3  redacted,  and  copied  again,  which  was  both  time-consuming 

4  and  arduous.  We  were  allowed  to  see  the  copies  of  the 

5  envelopes.  So  there  were  certain  restrictions,  but 

6  nevertheless,  she  identified  several  groups  of  the  write  in 

7  ballots  that  had  similar  handwriting  for  the  write  in  for 

8  Franklin  Graham.  You  have  her  report  as  a  part  of  your 

9  materials,  and  she  is  here  today  to  talk  to  you  about  her 

10  process,  her  findings,  and  her  conclusions. 

11  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  What's  her  name? 

12  MR.  KNIGHT:  Charlotte  Ware,  W-a-r-e. 

13  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Thank  you.  All  right. 

14  MR.  KNIGHT:  There  is--and  here  is--there 

15  is  also  the  involvement  of  Mr.  Joyner's  client,  a  local 

16  political  action  group  called  the  Bladen  County  Improvement 

17  Association  PAC,  and  we  have  been  able  to  establish--now  the 

18  Bladen  County  Improvement  Association  is  registered  with  the 

19  state  and  therefore  files  campaign  finance  reports.  And 

20  this  is  not  a  Johnny  come  lately  organization.  They  have 

21  been  active  since  1989. 

22  Because  they  file  campaign  finance  reports,  we 

23  are  able  to  look  and  see  where  their  money  went.  The 

24  majority  of  their  money  went  to  individuals  in  payments  for 

25  what  is  listed  as  GOTV,  which  we  assume  means  Get  Out  the 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


Vote  . 

An  examination  of  the  names  of  the  witnesses  on 
the  write-in  absentee  ballots  shows  the  following:  Mary 
Johnson  signed  as  a  witness  to  at  least  74  ballots.  So  this 
is  the  witness  part  of  it,  so  bear  with  me  for  just  a 
moment . 

Mary  Johnson  signed  as  a  witness  to  at  least  74 
ballots.  Deborah  Moore  signed  as  a  witness  to  at  least  67 
ballots.  Lola  Wooten  signed  as  a  witness  to  at  least  58 
ballots.  Barbara  Cogdell,  the  wife  of  a  candidate  for 
Bladen  County  Commissioner,  signed  as  a  witness  to  at  least 
45  ballots,  including  one  to  which  she  signed  as  both 
witnesses.  Bridgette  Keaton  signed  as  a  witness  to  at  least 
16  ballots,  and  there  were  five  other  persons  who  signed  as 
a  witness  between  five  and  16  times. 

Keeping  in  mind  that  there  may  be,  and  probably 
are  more,  we  only  reviewed  the  ballot  envelopes  of  about 
250  of  the  absentee  write-in  ballots. 

The  campaign  finance  reports  filed  by  the  Bladen 
County  Improvement  Association  showed  that  during  2016  the 
following  expenditures  were  made,  all  for  GOTV :  Mary 

Johnson  $350,  Deborah  Moore  $550,  Lola  Wooten  $830,  Barbara 
Cogdell  $300,  Bridgette  Keaton  $250. 

G.  Michael  Cogdell,  the  aforementioned  candidate, 
was  paid  $1,323,  although  some  of  that,  to  be  fair,  was 
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1  listed  as  "GOTV  stamps." 

2  There  were  several  others  that  were  paid  hundreds 

3  of  dollars,  all  for  GOTV.  In  fact,  almost  all  of  their 

4  expenditures  are  listed  for  GOTV. 

5  It  appears  that  this  organization  incentivizes 

6  obtaining  absentee  ballots,  and  to  establish  that,  I  call 

7  your  attention  to  an  affidavit  that's  a  part  of  your  record, 

8  from  a  Mrs.  Heather  Register.  I  believe  it  was  amended 

9  (sic)  to  the  Dowless  complaint,  but  certainly  a  part  of  Mr. 

10  Register's  complaint. 

11  The  Heather  Register  affidavit  indicates  that 

12  individuals  came  to  her  door,  suggested  that  if  she  would 

13  file  a  request  for  an  absentee  ballot,  this  individual  would 

14  be  paid. 

15  There  is  another  affidavit  from  a  Ms.  Baldwin 

16  that's  amended  to  or  attached  to  the  Register  complaint, 

17  and  which  we  would  like  to  incorporate  by  reference,  which 

18  states  that  individuals  came  to  her  door,  asked  her  to  fill 

19  out  a  request  for  an  absentee  ballot,  and  saying  that  if  she 

20  would  do  so,  they  would--they,  meaning  the  people  that  came 

21  to  the  door,  would  be  paid. 

22  So  there  is  an  incentive  to--not  necessarily  to 

23  help  people  vote,  but  to  generate  absentee  ballot  requests. 
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MR. 

MALCOLM: 

And  that ' s 

a  problem? 

25 

MR. 

KNIGHT  ; 

I  think  it 

shows  an  overall 

21 


1  pattern  of  what  was  happening,  in  that  there  is  an  incentive 

2  to--it's  not  necessarily  an  incentive  to  help  people.  It's 

3  an  incentive  to  generate  absentee  ballot  requests. 

4  And  I  also  note--and  in  the  Heather  Register 

5  affidavit,  Ms.  Register  in  her  affidavit  says  that  the 

6  absentee  ballots  that  she  requested  never  came  to  her,  and 

7  that  when  she  went  on  Election  Day  to  vote,  she  was  told 

8  that  she  had  already  voted  by  absentee  ballot  and  so  had  her 

9  family  members,  which  she  denies  doing. 

10  The  descriptions,  in  fact,  of  the  affidavits  do 

11  not  describe  people  going  out  to  see  the  sick,  the  disabled, 

12  the  infirm,  the  blind,  or  the  illiterate.  It  goes--they 

13  would  go  door  to  door,  asking  for,  "May  we  help  you,  or  talk 

14  you  into  asking  for  an  absentee  ballot?" 

15  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  You  have  two  minutes. 

16  MR.  KNIGHT:  Thank  you.  In  addition,  a 

17  representative  of  the  Bladen  Improvement  As s ociati on- -Bladen 

18  County  Improvement  As s ociati on- -admi t ted  in  a  media 

19  interview  that  his  group  violated  the  election  laws. 

20  From  a  story  on  WNCN  on  November  15,  a  Mr.  Horace 

21  Munn  said  that  his  volunteer s--although  he  called  them 

22  volunteers,  but  apparently  they  were  being  paid--manually 

23  filled  out  ballots  for  voters  who  requested  it,  something 

24  they  had  done  for  years. 

25  And  we  note  that  there  were  no--in  the  envelopes 
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1  we  examined,  there  were  only,  I  believe,  two,  that  had  a 

2  certification  of  assistance  in  it.  So  the  two,  out  of  all 

3  those  ballots  . 

4  That's  the  conclusion  of  my  opening  statement. 

5  If  you  have  any  questions;  if  not,  I  will  move  straight  to 

6  the  evidentiary  portion  of  our  presentation. 

7  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  All  right.  Well,  we're  going 

8  to  let  Professor  Joyner  talk. 


9 

MR. 

KNIGHT  ; 

Sure  . 

10 

MR. 

JOYNER; 

Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of 

11  the  Board,  thank  you  for--very  much  for  giving  me  these 

12  first  15  minutes.  And  I  was  sitting  there  just  kind  of 

13  stunned  at  the  creative  storytelling  that's  been  developed 

14  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Dowless  in  this  matter,  and  the  ingenious 

15  way  that  they  are  attempting  to  merge  separate  complaints 

16  into  one . 

17  The  Register  complaint  has  absolutely  nothing  to 

18  do  with  any  activity  on  behalf  of  the  Bladen  County 

19  Improvement  Association,  and  the  attempt  to  merge  them 

20  together  is  confusing,  misleading,  and,  well,  improper. 

21  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  I  believe  that  we  are  going 

22  to  be  conducting  separate  hearings,  right? 

23  MR.  LAWSON;  Yes,  sir. 

24  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  Okay.  Just--yeah. 

25  MR.  JOYNER;  Combining,  then,  the  opening 
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1  statement-- 

2  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Right.  Okay.  Yeah. 

3  MR.  JOYNER:  --trying  to  merge  the  two 

4  into-- 

5  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  I'm  not  speaking  for  him.  I'm 

6  just  talking. 

7  MR.  JOYNER:  Okay.  I  just  want  to  be,  you 

8  know,  clear-- 

9  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Yeah. 

10  MR.  JOYNER:  --on  this.  But  we  have  a-- 

11  have  what  has  been  described  as  a--as  a  scheme.  In  my 

12  community,  GOTV  is  not  a  crime.  Organizations  engaged  in 

13  efforts  to  get  out  the  vote  do  not  participate  in  criminal 

14  activities,  and  helping  absentee  voters,  or  people  to  vote 

15  absentee  ballots,  is  sanctioned  by  North  Carolina  law. 

16  Contrary  to  popular  opinion.  North  Carolina  law- 

17  -and  there's  a  whole  section  in  the  statute  which  allows  for 

18  absentee  ballots.  There  is  no  prohibition  on  an  individual 

19  assisting  five  people  to  vote  an  absentee  ballot. 

20  MS.  AMOROSO:  What  section  are  you  referring 

21  to  right  now,  sir? 

22  MR.  JOYNER:  Well,  I  was--I'm  sorry. 

23  MS.  AMOROSO:  I'd  like  to  know  what  section 

24  of  the  law  you're  referring  to. 

25  MR.  JOYNER:  I  have  my  statute  right  here. 
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163.  1 6 3 - - 2 2 3 - - 1  '  1 1  get  that  for  you  in  a  second.  We'll 

2  get  to  that.  But  that's  not  a  crime,  and  it  is  not 

3  improper,  and  it  is,  and  ought  to  be,  encouraged  by  this 

4  Board. 

5  JUDGE  BAKER:  1  think,  to  save  you  some 

6  time,  sir,  no  one  is  disputing  that.  As  1  understood  the 

7  problem,  though,  it's  that  it's  the  same  handwriting  on 

8  multiple  ballots,  multiple  absentee  ballots,  without  any 

9  indication  of  assistance  or  witnessing  or  that  sort  of 

10  thing,  and  I  think  that's  the  problem. 

11  MR.  JOYNER:  Well,  1  mean,  that's  what's 

12  presented  as  the  problem,  which  really  isn't  a  problem. 

13  JUDGE  BAKER:  Is  it  legal,  do  you  think? 

14  MR.  JOYNER:  Is  what?  Helping? 

15  MR.  JOYNER:  No,  no.  The  writing  of  the- 

16  -to  write  in  the  names  on  a  ballot  by  someone  other  than  the 

17  voter,  without  any  indication  on  the  ballot  that  someone 

18  else  has  done  it.  My  understanding,  sir,  is  that  that  is 

19  against  the  law  and  it  is  not  the  proper  procedure  with 

20  absentee  ballots. 

21  MR.  JOYNER:  Well,  let's  examine  that.  1 

22  mean,  that  wasn't  part  of  what  I  was  getting  ready  to  say, 

23  but-- 

24  JUDGE  BAKER:  Well,  I'm  sorry  to  interrupt 

25  you.  It's  just  that  what  you  were  saying,  I  don't  think  any 
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1  of  us  would  disagree  that  the  getting  out  the  vote  is-- 

2  MR.  JOYNER:  Well,  apparently  Ms.  Amoroso 

3  did.  But  I  mean,  to  get  to  your  point,  the  evidence-- 

4  MS.  AMOROSO:  I'm  not  saying  that,  sir.  I 

5  want  to  know  what  section  you're  relying  upon,  because  when 

6  somebody  votes  an  absentee  ballot,  there  are  strict  rules 

7  on  how  the  absentee  ballot  is  done.  You  know  that,  right? 

8  MR.  JOYNER:  Well,  we'll  get--we'll  get  to 

9  that.  Let  me  get--let  me  deal  with  him  first  and  then  I  can 

10  deal  with  you. 

11  The  record  seems  to  show--and  I've  looked  at  the 

12  ballots  as  well--that  there  were  a  number  of  ballots  in 

13  which  one  or  more  people  wrote  in  in  the  write-in  section 

14  of  the  Soil  and  Sewer  (sic)  campaign  the  name  Franklin 

15  Graham. 

16  Writing  that  in  is  not  illegal,  because 

17  particularly  when  you  have  a  section  in  that  particular 

18  ballot  that  says,  "Write  in,"  which  would  suggest  that  you 

19  had--if  you  had  an  alternate  candidate,  you  can  write  that 

20  person  in,  and  the  law  allows  that. 

21  JUDGE  BAKER:  And  I'm  just  trying  to  save 

22  you  some  time.  I'm  not  going  to  argue  with  that  at  all, 

23  sir.  The  problem  is  only  when  one  person  does  it  on  many, 

24  many  ballots. 

25  MR.  JOYNER:  And--and  the  point  that  I  want 
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1  to  make  is  whether  one  person  does  it  or  one  person  does  it 

2  on  ten  ballots,  1,500  hundred  ballots,  it  does  not  make  it 

3  illegal.  It  does  not  make  it  illegal.  It  means  that  that 

4  person  has  been  aiding  that--those  number  of  individuals 

5  cast  a  valid  absentee  ballot. 

6  There  is  a  certification  component  there,  which 

7  asks  the  person  who  has  aided  the  voter  in  marking  or 

8  signing  their  signature,  to  sign  that  they  have  assisted 

9  that  ballot.  That  is  very  particular  and  specific,  and 

10  that's  on  the  ballot. 

11  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  But  do  you-- 

12  MR.  JOYNER:  Merely  writing  in  a  person's 

13  name-- 

14  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Do  you  agree  with  the  letter 

15  from--l  don't  know  if  you've  seen  it--from  Kevin  Hamilton 

16  that  says,  and  I  quote,  that  it  is  a  felony,  quote,  "for  any 

17  person  except  the  voter's  near  relative  or  the  voter's 

18  verifiable  legal  guardian  to  assist  the  voter  to  vote  an 

19  absentee  ballot  when  the  voter  is  voting  an  absentee  ballot 

20  other  than  the  procedure  under  GS  162-227.2,"  which  that 

21  exception  deals  with  one  stop  voting. 

22  Do  you  agree  with  Mr.  Hamilton's  statement? 

23  MR.  JOYNER:  Let  me--let  me-- 

24  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Now,  do  you-- 
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MR.  JOYNER: 


Let  me  just  finish  my 
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1  statement . 

2  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Well,  I'd  like  you  to  answer 

3  that  question. 

4  MR.  JOYNER:  I  don't--I  don't  know  at  this 

5  point.  I  haven't  thought  about  it.  I'm  just  trying  to 

6  think  about  it. 

7  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Okay.  Well,  this  was  a  letter 

8  that  was  written  presumably  in  support  of  the  Respondent. 

9  MR.  JOYNER:  Right.  The--the  ballot 

10  envelope  certification  says  that  if  a  person  aids  another- 

11  -an  absentee  voter,  marking  the  ballot,  not  putting  a  mark 

12  on  the  ballot  but  marking  the  ballot--that  means  voting  for 

13  a  person--they  must  sign  that  they  assisted  that  individual. 

14  Or  if  they  are  assisting  the  person  signing  the  ballot,  then 

15  they  have  to  sign  that  they  assisted  the  person  who  is 

16  signing  the  ballot.  It  does  not  require  a  person  to  sign 

17  that  section  if  they  have  provided  other  assistance. 

18  JUDGE  BAKER:  You  mean  they  can--if  they 

19  put  a  check  mark  by  someone,  they  have  to  sign  that? 

20  MR.  JOYNER:  Judge,  Judge,  these  are  your 

2 1  rules . 

22  JUDGE  BAKER:  But  if  they  actually  write 

23  someone's  name  in,  you're  saying  they  don't  have  to  sign 

24  it? 
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MR.  JOYNER: 


Judge,  these  are  your  rules. 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 


These  are  rules-- 

JUDGE  BAKER:  But  that's  totally  illogical. 

MR.  JOYNER:  Well,  they  may  be--they  may 

be  illogical,  but  they're  not  my  rules.  1  didn't  write 
this  . 


JUDGE  BAKER: 
MR.  JOYNER: 
JUDGE  BAKER: 


That's  not  the  rules. 
1  didn't  write  this. 
That's  not  the  rules. 


CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  What  rule-- 


MR.  JOYNER: 


I  didn't  write  this. 


CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  What  rule  are  you  citing? 


MR.  MALCOLM: 
get  a  copy  of  that? 

MR.  JOYNER: 

look  at  the  certification. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 
MR.  JOYNER: 

clear . 

( Pause ) 

MR.  JOYNER: 


Can  we  get  a  copy?  Can  we 

Well,  let's  look  at--let's 

Yeah . 

The  certification  is  very 


of  person 


assisting  voter.  I  certify  that  I  assisted  the  voter  in 
marking  his  or  her  ballot  according  to  his  or  her 
instructions,  and/or  I  assisted  the  voter  in  signing  this 
because  the  voter  is  unable  to  complete  and/or 
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sign  this 
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1  Now,  that's  on  the  absentee  application  and 


3 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Would 

you  mind 

handing 

that 

4 

up?  I 

personally  would 

like 

to  see 

it . 

5 

(Document  handed  to 

Mr .  Malcolm . ) 

6 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Thank 

y ou ,  sir. 

7 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

So  in 

reliance 

on  this 

8 

document  from 

the  State 

Board 

of  Election,  a 

person 

who 

9 

writes 

in  or 

writes  on  a 

ballot  the 

name  of  a 

.  person 

does 

10  not  have  to  certify  that.  They  only  have  to  certify  it  if 

11  they  mark  the  ballot,  which  is  blacken--blacken  that  circle 

12  in,  which  is  the  vote. 

13  JUDGE  BAKER:  Writing  a  name  on  it  is  not 

14  marking  the  ballot? 

15  MR.  JOYNER:  No.  No.  Writing  a  name-- 

16  JUDGE  BAKER:  What  is  the  difference;  what 

17  is  the  difference  between  checking  a  name  that's  already 

18  printed  there  or  exercising  the  write  in  option  to  actually 

19  write  in  the  name?  What  is  the  difference? 

20  MR.  JOYNER:  Well,  Judge,  I'm  sure  you 

2 1  know . 

22  JUDGE  BAKER:  No,  no.  What  is  the 

2  3  di f  f erence  ? 

24  MR.  JOYNER:  Okay.  I'm  sure  you  know  that 

25  when  you  vote,  you  blacken  in  the  part--the  icon  next  to  the 
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1 

person's  name,  and  tha 

t  indicates  your  choice  of  the  person 

2 

that  you're  voting  for 

3 

JUDGE  BAKER: 

1  understand  that. 

4 

MR.  JOYNER: 

Writing  a  person's-- 

5 

JUDGE  BAKER: 

If  it  says  write  in,  though. 

6 

there  '  s  nothing  to  che 

ck. 

There's  nothing  to  check.  You 

7 

have  to  write  it  in. 

8 

MR.  JOYNER: 

No,  there  is  a--there  is,  on 

9 

this  ballot,  on  the  ba 

llot- 

-- 

10 

JUDGE  BAKER: 

No,  it  says-- 

11 

MR.  JOYNER: 

--a  separate  slot. 

12 

JUDGE  BAKER: 

--if  you  wish  to  exercise  the 

13 

write  in  to  vote,  you 

have 

to 

write  in  a  vote.  So  what  is 

14 

the  difference  in  chec 

king 

a 

name  or  writing  in  if  you  have 

15 

the  option  to  write  in 

a  name 

7 

16 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

Judge,  1  think  the  difference 

17 

is,  you  can  write  in  a 

1 1  the 

names  you  want  to. 

18 

JUDGE  BAKER: 

Yes,  but-- 

19 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

If  you  don't--if  you  don't 

20 

fill  in  the  oval,  it's 

not 

a 

vote  . 

21 

MR.  JOYNER: 

It's  not  a  vote. 

22 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

In  my  six  and  a  half 

23 

year S-- 

24 

JUDGE  BAKER: 

Isn't  that  what  he's  saying? 

25 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

I'm  telling  you,  for  six  and 
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1  a  half  years  of  counting  ballots  that  go  into  the  out  stack 

2  in  Robeson  County,  on  more  than  one  occasion  we  would  pull 

3  a  ballot--any  time  there's  a  write  in,  it's  fed  through  an 

4  M-100.  It  goes  to  what  1  call  the  out  stack. 

5  If  a  person  writes  in  a  name  in  the  write  in  area 

6  but  they  don't  circle  in  that  oval,  the  interpretation  that 

7  1  have,  and  every  board  I've  ever  been  associated  with,  is 

8  that  that  voter  did  not  vote  for  that  person.  They  vote  for 

9  that  person  and  the  counter  counts,  that  we  just  debated  the 


10 

other  day,  when  you  actually 

fill  in 

the  oval . 

11 

JUDGE  BAKER: 

1  understand  that,  sir. 

1  can 

12 

really 

understand  that 

that 

is  his  argument. 

13 

MR 

.  JOYNER: 

That  is 

exactly  my  argument. 

14 

that  until  you  fill  in 

the  oval,  you 

are  not  marking  the 

15 

ballot . 

If 

you  fill  in 

the 

oval  for 

someone,  then  you 

are 

16 

required  to 

certify  that  by 

signing . 

If  you  do  anything 

17 

else  to 

the 

ballot,  you 

don ' t  have  to 

do  that,  number 

one  . 

18 

Number  two-- 

19 

MS 

.  AMOROSO: 

It  sounds  crazy,  doesn't 

it? 

20 

MR 

.  JOYNER: 

Oh ,  my 

God,  it's  crazy. 

but 

21 

this  is 

what 

y ' all  are 

doing 

22 

MS 

.  AMOROSO: 

1  think 

you  read  a  statute-- 

23 

MR 

.  JOYNER: 

No,  this  is  what  you're 

doing . 

24 

This  is 

what 

you ' re  doing . 

I'm  not 

doing  this .  I 

did 

25 


not-- 
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1 

MS  . 

AMOROSO : 

We  don't  write  the 

laws ,  sir . 

2 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

1  did  not  write  the  law,  nor 

3 

did  1  prepare 

this  ballot. 

4 

MS  . 

AMOROSO : 

Well,  if  the  way  I 

look  at 

5 

it,  if 

you ' re 

referring 

to 

this  section  here,  1 

don ' t--you 

6 

go  down 

and  look  up  the 

word 

"marking."  1  mean. 

you ' re 

7 

relying 

on  the  definition 

of 

marking  his  or  her 

ballot . 

8 

If 

somebody  writes 

a  name  in,  1  don't 

really  know 

9 

that  1- 

-that 

there's  a  distinction  there.  But  go  ahead. 

10 

Go  ahead. 

11 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

Well,  you  know,  I 

mean ,  it's 

12 

one  of 

those 

things  that 

Stevie  Wonder  could  see 

13 

MS  . 

AMOROSO : 

Continue  on . 

14 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

Second  point.  The 

other- - i f 

15 

1  could 

have- 

- 

16 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

You  want  it  back? 

17 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

Yeah . 

18 

(Document  handed 

to 

Mr .  Joyner  .  ) 

19 

MR. 

LAWSON : 

You  have  two  and  a 

half 

20 

minutes 

,  Professor. 

21 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

A  person  who  signs 

the 

22 

certrfr 

cation 

as  a  witness 

indicates  by  signing 

their  name 

23 

that  they  have  assisted 

the  voter  in  marking  or 

witnessing 

24 

the  signing  of  his  or  her 

ballot,  and  that  is  in 

the 

25 


that  i s  here . 
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1  "I  certify  that  I  am  at  least  18  years  of  age  and 

2  not  disqualified  to  assist  this  voter  in  marking  or 

3  witnessing  the  signing  of  his  or  her  absentee  ballot." 

4  So  a  person  who  signs  as  a  witness,  based  on  this 

5  document,  certifies  and  attests  to  the  fact  that  they  have 

6  provided  assistance  to  that  absentee  voter.  That's  what 

7  this  says  right  here  on  this  document,  and  every  person  who 

8  serves  as  a  witness  to  an  absentee  ballot  must  fill  that 

9  out.  And  in  these  cases,  two  persons  must  fill  that  out. 

10  And  filling  that  out  or  being  a  witness,  it  is 

11  providing  assistance  to  the  absentee  voter.  When  we  look 

12  at  the  certification  of  persons  assisting,  that  refers  to 

13  actions  by  a  third  party,  another  individual,  who  has  been 

14  engaged  in  assisting  the  person  to  mark  their  ballot, 

15  because  it  would  be  redundant  now  for  the  witness  to  also 

16  sign  that  they  have  aided  a  person  marking  their  ballot  when 

17  their  certification  indicates  that  they  are  assisting  that 

18  person  to  mark  their  ballot. 

19  Now,  that's  the  direction  that's  given  to  people 

20  who  are  witnesses,  and  in  reading  that  and  the  plain  meaning 

21  of  those  words,  there  was  absolutely  nothing  improper. 

22  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  1  have  a  question.  Again,  on 

23  Mr.  Hamilton's  letter,  he  says,  "Improper  assistance  may  be 

24  a  crime  on  the  part  of  the  assister,  but  it  is  certainly  not 

25  a  crime  committed  by  the  voter,  much  less  reason  to 


34 


1  disregard  his  or  her  ballot."  Do  you  agree  with  that 

2  statement? 

3  MR.  JOYNER:  Off  the  top,  I  would--I  would 

4  agree  with  that.  That  here--what  we're  talking  about  here 

5  is  a  dispute  about  one-- 

6  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  So  two  persons  acting  in 

7  concert,  assuming  one  person  is  committing  a  crime  and  the 

8  other  is  cooperating  in  that  effort,  that  second  person-- 

9  MR.  JOYNER:  Mr.  Whitney-- 

10  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  --did  not  commit  a  crime? 

11  That's  what  I'm-- 

12  MR.  JOYNER:  What  I  see  here  is-- 

13  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  I'm  just-- 

14  MR.  JOYNER:  --that  there  is  no  argument 

15  that  the  absentee  voter  properly  signed  these  ballots. 

16  There's  no  evidence  that's  been  presented  that  the  voter 

17  did  not  sign  this  as  the  voter.  So  there--you  know,  so 

18  that--that  stands  alone.  So  that  affects  the  person's  vote. 

19  Now,  if  a  person  fraudulently  assists,  then  both 

20  of  them  may  be  criminally  liable-- 

21  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Right. 

22  MR.  JOYNER:  --if  there  is  an  intent  and 

23  a  conspiracy  to  do  so  where  they  are  acting  in  concert. 

24  But  where  a  person  who  is  a  witness  properly  indicates  in 

25  the  witness  section  that  they  have  witnessed  the  marking  of 
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1  and  provided  assistance  to  that  individual  as  noted  here  in 

2  this  section,  then  their  conduct  is  perfectly  legal  and  in 

3  compliance  with  every  rule  that's  established  under  the 

4  North  Carolina  statutes. 

5  Final  point.  I  have  yet  to  see  the  statutory 

6  provision  which  says  that  a  person  must  sign  the 

7  certification  of  person  assisting  voters.  There  is  a 

8  statute  which  says  that  when  this  certification  is  prepared, 

9  that  it  must  have  a  place  on  the  ballot  for  people  to  sign, 

10  but  there  is  not  one  law  in  North  Carolina  statute  which 

11  requires  that  person  to  sign  that  they  are  assisting  the 

12  person  in  marking  their  ballot  or  helping  them  with  their 

13  signature.  That's  not  in  the  statute. 

14  Now,  that  may  be  a  rule  created  by  the  State  Board 

15  of  Election,  but  that  is  not  what  information  is  going  out 

16  in  the  community  of  people  who  are  assisting  GOTV  efforts, 

17  which  are  not  criminal  events,  but  public  service 

18  opportunities. 

19  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  All  right.  Just  one  question 

20  before  you  sit  down.  The  payments  that  are  made  to  these 

21  various  people  by  the  BCIP  and  the  various  amounts,  are 

22  those  people  treated  as  employees  or  as  independent 

23  contractors  just  for  tax  reporting  purposes?  I'm  just 

24  trying  to  get  the  relationship  between  those  people  and-- 

25  MR.  JOYNER:  It  would  seem  to  me  that  those 
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1  payments  are  for  reimbursement  or  for  gas,  mileage,  and 

2  those  things . 

3  MR.  MALCOLM:  Actual  cost. 

4  MR.  JOYNER:  And  that--the  actual  cost  that 

5  they  are  involved  in.  And  then-- 

6  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  So  they're  independent 

7  contractors.  They're  not  employees  of  your  organization. 

8  MR.  JOYNER:  Well,  it's  not  my 

9  organization. 

10  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  No,  I  know.  I'm  sorry.  Your 

11  client.  They're  not  employees  of  your  client. 

12  MR.  JOYNER:  No,  they're  not  employees, 

13  nor  is  there  any  evidence  that  they  are  being  paid  for  the 

14  purpose  of  going  out  harvesting  absentee--despite  the 

15  creative  storytelling  that  has  been-- 

16  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Well,  I  looked  at  a  lot  of 

17  those.  It  did  say  "GOTV"  on  the  forms  as  reason  for  payment 

18  or  whatever,  so  that's  what  it  appears  from  what  we've  been 

19  presented.  And  I'm  not  saying  that's  wrong.  I'm  just 

20  saying  that's--it  says  "GOTV"  on  a  number  of  these  things. 

21  MR.  MALCOLM:  And  Mr.  Whitney,  Get  Out  the 

22  Vote--Get  Out  the  Vote  campaigns,  especially  in  economically 

23  depressed  areas  like  Robeson,  Hoke,  and  Scotland,  happen  all 
2  4  the  time . 


25 


CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 


No,  I'm-- 
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1  MR.  MALCOLM:  Get  Out  the  Vote  campaigns 

2  include  going  to  knock  on  people's  doors,  handing  out 

3  pamphlets  at  Wal-Mart,  so  it's  a--just  based  on  my 

4  experience,  it's  a  pretty  large  swath. 

5  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Oh,  I  agree,  and  we--you  know, 

6  I--in  my  past  history  as  a--you  know,  in  Republican  years, 

7  we  had  our  GOTV  campaign.  Yeah,  I  mean,  that's  a  big-- 

8  nobody's  disagreeing  that  the  GOTV ' s  a  bad  thing;  I  think 

9  we  all  agree  it's  a  good  thing.  Just  make  sure  it's 

10  conducted  in  an  appropriate  fashion. 

11  MR.  JOYNER:  Mr.  Chairman,  and  what  it 

12  evidences  to  me  is  proper  bookkeeping  by  the  organization 

13  to  report  on  their  income  and  their  disbursement,  but  the 

14  reason  for  the  disbursement  is  not  as  salary-- 

15  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Right. 

16  MR.  JOYNER:  --but  as  expenses-- 

17  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Right. 

18  MR.  JOYNER:  --that  they  have--that  they 

19  have  incurred,  and  the  evidence  will  point  to  that.  Or 

20  there  is  no  evidence  at  all  that  it  is  anything  but  that-- 

21  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Right. 

22  MR.  JOYNER:  --if  you--unless  you  buy  into 

23  this  creative  storytelling  developed  by  the  Knight  (sic) 

2  4  campaign . 


25 


CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 


Thank  you.  Professor.  Yeah. 
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1  We'll--15  minutes? 

2  MR.  HAMILTON;  I  doubt  I'll  need  15  minutes. 

3  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Well,  that's  fine.  I  mean, 

4  knock  yourself  out. 

5  MR.  HAMILTON;  I'll  try.  Good  afternoon, 

6  members  of  the  Board,  Mr.  Chairman.  My  name  is  Kevin 

7  Hamilton.  As  you  know,  I  represent  the  Cooper  for  North 

8  Carolina  and  North  Carolina  Democratic  Party. 

9  I'd  like  to  just  take  a  moment--!  don't  know  what 

10  evidence  will  be  presented,  but  to  talk  about  the  law  for 

11  a  moment  that  governs  your  decision  here  today. 

12  In  the  opening  statement  a  moment  ago  there  were 

13  a  number  of  numbers  cited  to  you  about  witnesses  who  signed 

14  the  outside  envelope.  We're  not  talking  about  the  write-in 

15  portion  now,  just--that  Mary  Johnson,  for  example,  it  was 

16  alleged  signed,  as  a  witness,  74  absentee  ballots.  That's 

17  really  interesting.  That's  also  really  not  illegal. 

18  There  is  nothing  illegal  about  a  citizen  of  this 

19  state  witnessing  a  number  of  absentee  ballots,  and  often  it 

20  happens  after  church  on  a  Sunday  that  folks  will  be  all  in 

21  one  place  where  there ' s--it ' s  easy  to--or  other  places  where 

22  voters  vote,  or  instances  of  campaign  volunteers  walking 

23  around  assisting  voters  who  might  live  alone  and  need 

24  somebody  to  witness  their  ballot. 

25  So  there's  nothing  illegal  about  that,  and  all  of 
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1  those  numbers,  74,  67,  58,  45,  16,  all  interesting,  all 

2  irrelevant  to  the  task  before  you  because  that's  perfectly 

3  legal . 

4  Second,  Mr.  Chairman,  you  read  a  quote  from  the 

5  letter  and  you  read  it  accurately  except  that  you  stopped 

6  before  the  end  of  the  statute.  The  full  sentence  reads  that 

7  the  statute  makes  it  a  felony,  quote,  "for  any  person  except 

8  the  voter's  near  relative  or  the  voter's  verifiable  legal 

9  guardian  to  assist  the  voter  to  vote  an  absentee  ballot  when 

10  the  voter  is  voting  an  absentee  ballot  other  than  under  the 

11  procedure  of  Gen  Stat  163-227.2."  That's  where  you  stopped. 

12  Then  the  statute  continues,  "Provided  that  if 

13  there  is  not  a  near  relative  or  legal  guardian  available  to 

14  assist  the  voter,  the  voter  may  request  some  other  person 

15  to  give  assistance." 

16  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Okay.  Def ine--def ine  the 

17  difference  between  giving  an  assistance  and  voting  for  the 

18  voter.  That's  really  what  I'm  looking  for,  so  I  would  be 

19  interested  in  your  thoughts  about  that. 

20  MR.  HAMILTON;  Sure.  Well,  there--I  mean, 

21  these  statutes  appear  in  every  state  in  the  union  because 

22  we--you  know,  not  all  of  us  are  able-bodied,  so  for 

23  example — 

24  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Yep. 


25 


MR.  HAMILTON; 


--if  you're  disabled  and  can't 
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1  write,  that's  an  instance  in  which  you're--if  you're 

2  crippled  with  arthritis,  like  many  of  our  elderly  people 

3  are,  those  are  instances  where  it's  painful  to  actually 

4  write,  and  you  might  ask  your  guardian,  you  might  ask  a  near 

5  relative,  or  if  neither  are  available,  you  might  ask  a 

6  trusted  friend  or  some  other  person.  "Some  other  person." 

7  That's  the  language  of  the  statute. 

8  So  I  just  want  to--I  think  the  Board  needs  to  keep 

9  in  mind  that  it's  not  improper--now,  it  may  be  that  if  they 

10  provide  that  assistance,  they  have  to  fill  out  the 

11  certification  form  that  you  were  talking  about  a  moment  ago, 

12  and  if  they  didn't,  then  perhaps  that's  some  violation  of 

13  the  law  about  improper  assistance. 

14  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Okay.  Just  tell  me  what--in 

15  general  terms,  what  you  think  this  assisting  person  can  do 

16  and  cannot  do. 

17  MR.  HAMILTON;  I  think  that  a  person 

18  assisting  a  disabled  voter  or  a  voter  who  has  requested 

19  assistance  can  probably  fill  out  any  part  of  the  ballot  for 

20  them  as  long  as  they  fall  within  the  statute--the  provision 

21  of  this  statute. 

22  But  the  allegation  here--I  think  it's  important 

23  that  we  separate  out  the  two  strains  of  the  allegation, 

24  which  were  blurred  together  in  the  opening  statement  there. 

25  First  there  is  the  question  of,  did  one  person 
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1  witness  more  than  one  ballot.  That  is  irrelevant  and  should 

2  be  put  aside. 

3  Second  is  the  question  of,  did  one--did  the--did 

4  one  person  other  than  the  voter  write  in  the  write-in  names 

5  on  a  lot  of  these  ballots  and  then  fail  to  fill  in  the 

6  outside  envelope.  If  that--if  that  evidence  is  proven,  and 

7  I  haven't  seen  it  and  I  don't  know  what  will  be  presented 

8  to  this  Board,  then  you  may  have  a  case  of  improper 

9  assistance.  And  the  statute,  thankfully,  gives  you 

10  direction  on  what  to  do.  We're  looking  at  that  second--Gen 

11  Stat  163-226.3,  which,  in  this  Subsection  A,  is  the  part  we 

12  were  just  looking  at. 

13  It's  important  to  look  at  Subsection  B  of  that 

14  statute.  The  State  Board  of  Elections  or  County  Board  of 

15  Elections,  upon  receipt  of  a  sworn  affidavit  from  any 

16  qualified  voter  of  the  state  or  the  county,  as  the  case  may 

17  be,  attesting  to  first  person  knowledge  of  any  violation  of 

18  Subsection  A  of  this  section,  shall  transmit  that  affidavit 

19  to  the  appropriate  district  attorney,  who  shall  investigate 

20  and  prosecute  any  person  violating  Subsection  A.  So  that's 

21  got  a  lot  of  important  parts  in  that. 

22  First,  it  tells  you  what  the  standard  of  proof 

23  is.  You  need  to  have  a  sworn  affidavit  from  a  qualified 

24  voter  attesting  to  first  person  knowledge.  You  can't  just 

25  come  in  and  say,  "Gee,  I  think  something  wrong  happened 
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1  here."  You  have  to  have  first  person  knowledge. 

2  And  then  it  tells  you  what  to  do.  When  you  have 

3  that,  you  transmit  that  affidavit  to  the  district  attorney, 

4  who  shall  investigate  and,  in  appropriate  circumstances, 

5  prosecute  the  individual. 

6  Which  individual?  There  is  nothing  in  here  about 

7  the  voter.  The  person  who's  violating  Subsection  A  is  the 

8  person  providing  the  improper  assistance,  so  in  an 

9  appropriate  case,  that  person  could  be  prosecuted,  but 

10  there's  nothing  here  about  prosecuting  the  voter. 

11  Of  course,  the  voter  didn't  do  anything  wrong. 

12  The  voter,  by  definition,  is  somebody  who  was  asking  for 

13  assistance,  and  the  person  providing  the  assistance  may  have 

14  failed  to  fill  out  the  form.  But  other  than  that,  there's 

15  no--there's  no  hear  (sic)  here. 

16  So  that  statute,  I  think,  is  important  to  note. 

17  It's  also  important  to  note  that  Gen  Stat  163-182.1  provides 

18  that  no  official  ballot  shall  be  rejected  because  of 

19  technical  errors  in  marking  it,  unless  it's  impossible  to 

20  clearly  determine  the  voter's  choice. 

21  So  again,  1  don't  know  what  evidence  is  going  to 

22  be  presented  today.  I'll  be  listening  with  interest,  but 

23  the  law  tells  us  that  the  voter's  vote  should  count,  and 

24  even  listening  and  taking  everything  as  true  from  the 

25  opening  statement,  the  only  allegation  here  is  for  improper 
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1  assistance  with--in  connection  with  a  Water  and  Soil 

2  Conservation  Supervisor  position. 

3  So  it  may  be  that,  in  the  event  that  they  come 

4  forward  with  sworn  affidavits  from  registered  voters  in  the 

5  county,  attesting  to  first  person  knowledge  with  respect  to 

6  the  improper  assistance,  that  we  might--that  this  Board 

7  might  find  improper--an  improper  ballot  with  respect  to 

8  those--that  race,  but  that's  not  a  reason  to  discount  the 

9  ballot  as  to  the  rest  of  the  votes  cast  on  that  ballot 

10  and-- 

11  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Tell  me  what  you  think  a 

12  technical  error  is.  And  1  see  that  from  your  letter. 

13  MR.  HAMILTON;  Sure. 

14  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  It  says  "shall  not  be--no 

15  ballot--of f icial  ballot  shall  be  rejected  because  of  a 

16  technical  error."  What--when  does-- 

17  MR.  HAMILTON;  A  technical-- 

18  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  What  is  a  technical  error  and 

19  when  does  it  become  something  that's  worse  than  a  technical 

20  error  that  wouldn't  be--wouldn't  be  disregarded? 

21  MR.  HAMILTON;  Sure.  lt's--for  example, 

22  where  there's  a  witness  and  a  date  next  to  the  witness  sign, 

23  and  the  witness  fails  to  fill  in  the  date.  That's  generally 

24  considered  a  technical  error. 

25  There--the  states  in  the  United  States  deal  with 
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1  this  in  two  different  ways.  There  are  strict  compliance 

2  states  and  there  are  voter  intent  states,  and  this  state  is 

3  a  voter  intent  state.  And  you  see  it  in  this  statute  right 

4  here.  "Technical  errors  are  not  going  to  prevent  a  ballot 

5  from  counting." 

6  Other  states  have  a  completely  different  rule. 

7  It's--nope,  absentee  ballot  is  a  privilege  and  you've  got 

8  to  follow  the  line  and  dot  the  T  or  your  ballot  gets  thrown 

9  out  the  back  of  the  caboose.  But  this  state  takes  a  more 

10  generous  view,  and--as  do  many  states--and  says,  "No,  the 

11  whole  point  of  voting  is  to  count  our  citizens'  votes,  the 

12  ballots,  and  so  mere  technical  problems,  we're  not  going  to 

1 3  prevent .  " 

14  So  that,  I  think,  is  important  here.  If  there 

15  was  improper  assistance,  then  fine.  The  statute  tells  you 

16  what  to  do  in  those  circumstances,  but  it's  not  discount  the 

17  vote  of  the  voter. 

18  And  1  think  that  if  you  look  at  the  ballot 

19  envelopes,  and  we'll  be  talking  a  little  bit  in  cross- 

20  examination  of  the  expert  witness  that  I  think  is  about  to 

21  be  presented  to  you,  the  signatures  of  the  voters  are  not 

22  being  called  into  question  at  all.  The  voter  signatures  are 

23  all  different.  The  voters  are  all  registered  voters.  The 

24  voters  are  all  American  citizens  and  citizens  of  North 

25  Carolina  that  were  fully  entitled  to  vote  in  this  election. 
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and  it  would  be  inappropriate  for  this  Board  to  discount 
those  ballots  with  any  race  other  than  the  Soil  and  Water 
Conservation . 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Thank  you. 

MR.  HAMILTON;  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Well,  1  guess  we're  ready  to 

hear  the  presentation  of  evidence  by  the  protestor, 
protester,  whichever.  Mr.  Knight,  please  proceed. 

MR.  KNIGHT:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman.  1 

note  to  begin  with,  the  following.  The--you  have,  as  part 
of  your  records,  the  report  from  Ms.  Ware.  You  have,  1 
believe-- 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Ms.  Ware,  will  you  stand  up? 

MS.  WARE:  Yes. 

( Whereupon , 

CHARLOTTE  WARE 

having  first  been  duly  sworn,  was 
examined  and  testified  as  follows:) 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  Thank  you.  Proceed, 

Counselor . 

MR.  KNIGHT;  You  have--your  investigator 

has,  I  believe,  interviewed  Mr.  Brian  Hehl  on  one  or  more 
occasions,  and  I  also  note  that  the  State  Board  investigator 
spent  several  days  in  Bladen  County  investigating-- 
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investigating  the  absentee  ballots  and  other  things  that  we 
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1  are  not  privy  to,  and  obviously  we  are  not  privy  to  what 

2  evidence  has  been  generated  by  that. 

3  My  point  being  that  you,  in  fact,  as  the  State 

4  Board,  have  more  evidence  than  we  do,  and  evidence  that  we 

5  are  not  privy  to,  and  that  may  or  may  not  impact  your 

6  decision.  But  we  will  present  the  evidence  that  we  have. 

7  I  would  like  to  know,  and  I'm  sure  everyone  would  like  to 

8  know,  the  results  of  the  investigation  and  whether  that  will 

9  impact  the  Board's  determination  in  this  matter. 

10  Having  said  that,  I'd  like  to  proceed  with  first, 

11  and  I  know  you're  going  to  need  to  swear  him,  and  to  the 

12  extent  what--we  will  do  this,  and  I  don't  want  to  drag  it 

13  out  so  much,  I  will  present  the  individual,  ask  them  some 

14  questions,  ask  them  to  address  the  Board,  and  then  if  the 

15  Board  has  any  questions  of  the  individuals,  certainly  we'll 

16  be  happy  to  have  them  answer  those  questions. 

17  And  I'm  sure  that  Mr.  Joyner- - Pro fe s sor  Joyner  and 

18  Mr.  Hamilton  will  probably  ask  questions  also. 

19  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  I'm  okay  with  all  that. 

20  MR.  KNIGHT:  Okay.  We'll  start  with  Brian 

21  Hehl,  and  he  is  present  here.  And  I'm  going  to  ask  Mr. 

22  Dowless  if  he  would-- 

23  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Do  you  swear  to  tell  the 

24  truth--you ' ve  already  been  sworn,  right? 

25  MR.  KNIGHT:  Mr.  Dowless  has  been  sworn. 
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1 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

2 

( Whereupon , 

3 

BRIAN  HEHL 

4 

having  first  bee 

5 

examined  and  tes 

6 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

7 

MR.  HEHL: 

8 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

9 

MR.  HEHL: 

10 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

11 

MR.  KNIGHT: 

12 

Can  he 

sit  down,  sir? 

13 

MR.  HEHL: 

14 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

15 

under 

oath  whether  you ' re  s 

16 

MR.  LAWSON: 

17 

(unintelligible)  maybe  we  c 

18 

place . 

19 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

20 

right . 

Can  they  stand  ther 

21 

MR.  LAWSON: 

22 

put  there  f or . 

23 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

All  right . 

n  duly  sworn,  was 
tilled  as  follows:) 

Thank  you.  State  your  name. 
Brian  Hehl  . 

Spell  your  last  name,  please. 
H-e-h- 1 . 

Proceed,  Mr.  Knight. 

Thank  you.  You  can  sit  down. 

I'm  all  right.  Whatever. 

I'm  okay  with  that.  You're 
tending  or  seated. 

You  don ' t  think 

an  cross-examine  him  at  the  same 

Well,  then,  so  put  him--all 
e  together,  then? 

That's  what  it  was  initially 

Okay,  great.  Well,  just  make 


24  sure  your  mic's  on,  Mr.  Knight. 
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DIRECT  EXAMINATION  OF  MR.  HEHL  BY  MR.  KNIGHT: 
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1  Q  Mr.  Hehl,  I  was  just  going  to  start  by  having  you 

2  tell  everyone  your  name,  and  I  suppose  you've  done  that. 

3  Can  you  confirm  your  county  of  residence,  please? 

4  A  I  live  in  Bladen  County. 

5  Q  And  how  are  you  employed  in  Bladen  County? 

6  A  I  am  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Elections.  I 

7  actually  am  not  employed  in  Bladen  County,  I  work  in 

8  Cumberland  County,  but  I  serve  on  the  Board  of  Elections  in 

9  Bladen  County  as  the  member. 

10  Q  How  long  have  you  been  on  the  Board  of  Elections? 

11  A  Since--this  is  just  the  first  term,  so  June  of 

12  last  year.  Yeah,  last  year.  It's  all  running  together  now. 

13  Q  All  right.  In  October  of  this  year,  did  you 

14  notify  the  State  Board  of  Elections  regarding  irregularities 

15  you  noticed  with  respect  to  the  mail-in  absentee  ballots  in 

16  Bladen  County? 

17  A  1  did.  And  if  you'd  like,  I'd  expand  on  that  a 

18  little  bit,  because  there's  a  little  bit  of  a  story  behind 

19  that  as  to  how  we  actually  found  all  that. 

20  Q  Can  you  please  describe  what  it  was  that  caught 

21  your  attention  and  caused  your  concern? 

22  A  So  the  way  this  all  started,  in  one  of  our  Board 

23  meetings,  the  second  absentee  meeting,  we  had  a  couple  of 

24  complaints  that  came  from--and  I  believe,  if  I'm  not 

25  mistaken,  it  was  Linda  Baldwin  and  one  other  complaint,  that 
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there  was  some  concern  about  this  whole  Get  Out  the  Vote 
thing,  and  whoever  brought  that  complaint  in,  1  don't  know. 

1  do  know  that  it  came  from  Linda  Baldwin,  and  she 
was  concerned  about  the  fact  that  somebody  came  to  her  door 
wanting  to  do  absentees,  and  then  they  didn't  show  up,  they 
did  show  up,  they-- 

MR .  JOYNER:  Mr.  Chairman,  I'm  going  to 

object,  and  this  might  be  a  good  time  for  you  to  advise  us 
on  how  hearsay  is  going  to  be  accepted  and  evaluated  by  this 
Board . 

MR.  MALCOLM:  1  was  getting  ready  to  ask 

the  same  exact  question. 

MR.  JOYNER:  And  we ' re--because  we're 

dealing  with  a  host  of  hearsay  or  hearsay  within  hearsay. 

THE  WITNESS:  I  was  just  giving  you  the 


process  by  which  I  found  the  in 


MR.  MALCOLM: 
THE  WITNESS: 


That  you  found  in 
Yes,  that  we  found--we  found 


MR.  MALCOLM: 

with  the  signatures,  sir. 
that  you-- 

THE  WITNESS: 
getting  to,  sir. 


I  thought  you  noticed  problems 
I  didn ' t  know  you  had  determined 

We  did.  That's  what  I'm 
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MR.  MALCOLM: 


So  you--hold  on  one  second. 
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Let  me  finish,  please.  Thank  you.  So  are  you  saying  that 
you--you  can  testify  to  what  you  know  to  be  true,  if  you 
wouldn ' t  mind . 


THE  WITNESS:  I  am. 

MR.  MALCOLM:  Can  you  tell  me--you  said, 

"problems  with  Get  Out  the  Vote."  Can  you  tell  me  what  that 
means  ? 


THE  WITNESS:  I'm  just  referring  to  Linda 

Johnson--or  Linda  Baldwin,  where  they  stated  earlier  they 
thought  this  might  be  Get  Out  the  Vote.  I'm  not  implying 
Get  Out  the  Vote  whatsoever.  I'm  just--what  I'm  stating  is, 
in  our  Board  meeting,  there  was  a  complaint  that  was  brought 
by  Linda  Baldwin.  We  discussed  that.  A1  Daniels,  the-- 

MR .  LAWSON:  Is  that  in  the  record  of  that 


meeting? 

THE  WITNESS:  Yes.  Yes,  it  is. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  All  right. 

THE  WITNESS:  He  had  concerns  that  there 

may  be  issues  with  absentee  voting. 

MR.  MALCOLM:  Where  is  that  in  the  record? 

Hold  on  one  second.  Where  is  that  in  the  record,  Mr. 
Lawson? 


MR.  LAWSON:  It's  not  in  the  record  before 

us.  If  it's  in,  maybe,  minutes  that  they  have,  I  don't 
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know  . 
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1  MR.  MALCOLM:  Do  you  have  a  copy  of  a  signed 

2  minutes  from  Bladen  County,  sir? 

3  THE  WITNESS:  I  do  not. 

4  MR.  MALCOLM:  Thank  you. 

5  THE  WITNESS:  Anyways,  during  that  meeting, 

6  we  discussed  that  there  was  issues--we  felt  like  there  was 

7  issues  with  absentees-- 

8  MR.  JOYNER:  Mr.  Chairman,  I'm  going  to 

9  renew  my  objection  to  the  hearsay,  and  some  ruling  as  to 

10  whether  hearsay  is  going  to  be  admissible  because  we  can't 

11  cross-examine-- 

12  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Let's  limit  your  testimony  to 

13  what-- 


14 

THE 

WITNESS  : 

Okay  . 

15 

MR. 

BRANCH : 

Your  Honor, 

I  just  noticed 

16 

that  the  Rules 

of  Civil 

Procedure  are  not 

applicable  in 

17 

proceedings  in 

front  of 

this  Board. 

18 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

This  Board 

always  applies 

19 

hearsay . 

20 

MR. 

BRANCH : 

But  there 

is--the  Board 

21 

does-- 

22 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

We  always  apply  that,  sir. 

23 

MR. 

BRANCH : 

The  Board  does  have  some 

24 

discretion  to 

allow  in 

testimony  that  has 

some  hearsay 

25 


implications,  and  I  do  note  that  Mr.  Hehl  is  testifying  as 
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1  to  what  other  people  told  him  personally.  So  it's  not 

2  hearsay  upon  hearsay.  He  has  personal  knowledge-- 


3 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Is 

it  hearsay? 

4 

MR. 

BRANCH : 

It 

was  personal--he  has 

5  personal  knowledge  of-- 

6  MR.  MALCOLM:  (unintelligible)  law  school, 

7  would  it  be  hearsay? 

8  (Crosstalking) 

9  JUDGE  BAKER:  Not  if  it's  being  presented 

10  (unintelligible)  other  than  to  be  the  truth  of  the  matter 

11  asserted. 

12  MR.  BRANCH:  The  truth  of  the  matter 

13  asserted. 

14  MR.  MALCOLM:  Well,  he--he  did  not  present 

15  it  that  way.  Judge  Baker. 

16  JUDGE  BAKER:  No,  sir.  I  understood  him  to 

17  say-- 

18  MR.  MALCOLM  Because  he's  not  a  lawyer. 

19  JUDGE  BAKER:  Well,  sir,  let  me  finish. 

20  Thank  you.  As  I  understood  him  to  say  that  the  person 

21  brought  something  to  his  attention  and  this  is  why  we  did 

22  what  we  did. 

23  THE  WITNESS:  This  is  where  it  began,  yes. 

24  JUDGE  BAKER:  All  right.  So  I  don't  think 

25  it's  hearsay.  It's  just  being  presented  to  show  why  they 
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1  took  action  that  he  did.  Now,  if  he's  presenting  it  for  the 

2  truth  of  what  Linda  Baldwin  said,  it  would  be  hearsay,  but 

3  I'm  not  considering  what  Linda  Baldwin  said,  whatever  she 

4  might  have  said,  to  be  truth  and  presented  at  this  hearing 

5  because  she's  not  here  and  she's  not  under  oath. 

6  But  if  he's  saying,  "Linda  Baldwin  came  before  us 

7  and  told  us  this  and  this  and  this,  and  as  a  result  of 

8  hearing  that,  we  then  took  this  action.  This  is  what  we 

9  did,"  that  would  be,  in  my  courtroom,  perfectly  proper  to 

10  do  that. 

11  MR.  MALCOLM:  And  so  that  happened  at  this 

12  meeting  of  the  Board? 

13  THE  WITNESS:  That's  exactly--that ' s  exactly 

14  what  happened  in  the  meeting  of  the  Board.  That's  where  I 

15  was  leading. 

16  JUDGE  BAKER:  That's  what  I  understood  him 

17  to  be  saying,  so  I  don't  think  it's  hearsay. 

18  MR.  MALCOLM:  The  meeting  of  the  Board  that 

19  we  don't  have  the  meeting  minutes  for  to  verify  that. 

20  JUDGE  BAKER:  That  is,  sir,  because  it's 

21  not  being  presented  for  the  truth  of  the  matter  asserted. 

22  He  can  tell  us  what  he  heard  and  then  what  they  did,  and  I, 

23  as  a  member  of  this  Board,  am  not  going  to  consider  what 

24  Linda  Baldwin  said  to  them  as  evidence  because  it's  not 

25  being  presented  to  us  here  under  oath,  and  therefore  what 
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she  said  would  be  hearsay. 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

JUDGE  BAKER: 

hearsay . 

MR.  MALCOLM: 
CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 


What  he  did-- 

As  a  result  of  it. 

--as  a  result  of  it  is  not 

1  agree  with  that. 

All  right.  Well,  I'll  let 


you-- 

MR .  JOYNER:  Mr.  Chairman.  Mr.  Chairman, 

let  me--and  1  agree  with  those  comments.  He's  absolutely 
correct.  But  is  that  the  position  of  the  other  members  of 
the  Board,  that  they  are  not  going  to  accept  this  hearsay 
for  the  truth  of  the  matter  asserted? 

And  that's  the  object  of  my--of  my  objection, 
because  while  Judge  Baker  may  take  that  view,  there  are  four 
other  members  of  this  Board,  and  they  may  take  that 
statement  as  being  truthful,  and  we  don't  want  it  being 
accepted  as  truthful  when  it  is  hearsay  unless  there  is  some 
exception  to  the  hearsay  rule  for  which  it  should  apply. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Well,  1  think  in  this  case, 

what  he's  testified  to  falls  into  a  hearsay  exception,  so 


I'll  allow  that,  but-- 

MR .  MALCOLM:  So  are  we  all--can  we  all 

agree  to  that,  Mr.  Chairman?  Can  each  Board  member 
acknowledge  that,  what  Judge  Baker  just  said? 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Yes. 
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1  MR.  MALCOLM:  I  agree  with  what  Judge  Baker 

2  just  said . 

3  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  I'm  fine  with  that. 

4  MS.  AMOROSO:  I  don't  know.  I'm  going  to 

5  reserve  judgment  at  this  point.  I'd  like  to  hear  Mr.  Hehl 

6  go  forward  and  talk  about  what  he  personally  knows. 

7  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Yeah.  Well,  I  think  we're 

8  saying  the  same  thing.  We  want  to  hear  what  you--first 

9  thing-- 

10  MR.  MALCOLM:  Does  that  mean  you  agree  with 

11  it.  Dr.  Kricker? 

12  MS.  AMOROSO:  We've  got  a  Board  member,  so 

13  let's  hear  what  happened  at  their  meeting.  That's  why 

14  you're  here,  so  let's  hear  it. 

15  THE  WITNESS:  So  like  I  said,  we  had  a 

16  complaint  come  in  from  a  citizen  about  an  absentee  vote. 

17  We  discussed  in  the  meeting  that  we  felt  like  that  this  was, 

18  for  lack  of  better  terms,  not  right,  and  that  we  were 

19  concerned  that  somebody's  vote  was  not  going  to  be  counted 

20  or  somebody's  vote  was  going  to  be  wrongly  counted,  so  we 

21  felt  like  that  we  needed  to  look  into  that.  But  Mr.  Daniels 

22  felt  like  that  this  was  not  an  isolated  incident,  and  I 

23  agreed. 

24  So  a  motion  was  made,  I  seconded  the  motion,  that 

25  we  needed  to  look  into  absentees,  but  I  made  the--the  motion 
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1  was  made  that  all  absentees  would  be  looked  into. 

2  Following  that,  we  had  to  run  all  the  first  group 

3  of  absentees  through  the  machine  to  start  the  vote  count, 

4  and  we  noticed  that  there  was  a  high  number  of  out  stacks, 

5  as  you  know.  Board  Member  Kricker  said,  he  refers  to  them 

6  as  out  stacks  . 

7  As  we  were  running  through  the  out  stacks,  we 

8  noticed  there  was  nothing  written  on  the  voter  assistance, 

9  on  the  envelopes,  and  as  we  pulled  the  out  stacks  out  to 

10  keep  them  separated,  we  noticed  lots  of  handwriting  that 

11  appeared  very  similar. 

12  As  I  said  in  the  letter,  and  I  will  stand  by  here 

13  today,  I  am  not  a  handwriting  expert.  I  have  never  claimed 

14  to  be  a  handwriting  expert. 

15  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  But  you  personally  saw-- 

16  THE  WITNESS:  Yes,  I  did. 

17  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  --this  handwriting  and/or 

18  signatures  that  you're  testifying  to. 

19  THE  WITNESS:  That  is  correct. 

20  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Okay. 

21  MR.  MALCOLM:  So  can  I  ask  a  question?  So 

22  how  many--how  many  mail  in  ballots  did  you  have, 

23  approximately? 

24  THE  WITNESS:  That  day  we  had  561. 


25 


MR.  MALCOLM: 


So  your  staff  brought  those 
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1  ballots  in  and  put  them  on  the  table?  I  mean  the  envelopes. 

2  THE  WITNESS:  Our  procedure  is,  the 

3  envelopes  come  in.  Obviously  you  go  through  and  look  at 

4  the  envelope  and  decide  whether  it's  acceptable  or  not, 

5  based  upon  the  criteria  on  it. 

6  And  I  understand  what  he  was  saying  about 

7  discretion  and  error.  Some  of  them,  it  was  discretion  made 

8  that  they  may  have  put  the  witness  and  everything  in  the 

9  wrong  line,  but  we  realized  that  yes,  this  was  probably  a 

10  mistake.  We  gave  them  the  discretion  and  we  counted  them. 

11  We  counted  as  many  as  legally  possible. 

12  We  pulled  the  envelopes  out,  and  they  are  kept 

13  separate  by  the  precinct  so  that  we  can  keep--for  whatever 

14  purpose.  I  think  it's  got  to  do  with  the  assimilation  after 

15  the  fact. 

16  Then  we  go  back  and  we  run  the  ballots  through. 

17  A  locked,  secured  location,  run  the  ballots  through  the 

18  machine  and  start  the  count  for  the  absentee.  I  think  it's 

19  a  DS-200  is  the  machine  that  we  use  now.  And  then  those 

20  ballots  are  secured. 

21  But  obviously,  as  the  normal  ballots  come  through 

22  one  side  we  put  them  in  a  blue  bag.  The  out  stacks  go  in 

23  a  yellow  bag,  and  as  they  were  brought  to  put  in  the  yellow 

24  bag,  that's  when  the  signatures  were  noticed. 

25  At  that  point  we  were  separating  those  out  and 
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1  looking  for  irregularities 

2  a  comment  to  Cynthia-- 


3 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

4 

THE 

WITNESS  : 

5 

to  get  direction  from  the  s 

6 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

7 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

8 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

9 

when  the  ballot  envelopes  c 

10 

THE 

WITNESS : 

11 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

12 

segregated  by 

precincts  . 

13 

THE 

WITNESS  : 

14 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

15 

THE 

WITNESS : 

16 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

17 

THE 

WITNESS : 

18 

Stack,  but  they're  separate 

19 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

20 

THE 

WITNESS : 

21 

Yes ,  they ' re 

separated . 

22 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

23 

So  then  the  staff  recommend 

24 

the  entire  ballot. 

because  Chairman  Ludlum  had  made 

Ob j  ection . 

--that  there  was  issues  and 
tate  . 

Objection  to  the  hearsay. 

Objection  noted.  Continue. 

So  to  make  sure  I  understand, 
ame  in-- 

Uh-huh  (affirmative) . 

— you're  saying  they  were 

Yes  . 

How  many  precincts? 

We  have  17  in  Bladen  County. 

So  there  were  17  piles. 

Yes.  They're  all  in  one 
d  by  a-- 

By  a  rubber  band. 

--rubber  band  or  a  paper  clip. 

Yes.  I'm  familiar  with  that, 
s  to  the  Board  whether  to  accept 
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THE  WITNESS: 


No,  they  do  not. 


They  just 


1 
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give  us  the  stack  and  we  go  through  them  as  a  Board,  and  it 

2  just  so  happened  in  our  procedure,  they  would  come  to  me 

3  first  and  they  would  go  to  Chairman  Ludlum,  they'd  go  to  Mr. 

4  Daniels,  only  because  that's  the--just  the  way  we  were 

5  seated-- 

6  MR.  MALCOLM:  So  when  you  got  the  envelope, 

7  what  determination  would  you  be  making? 

8  THE  WITNESS:  We  looked  for  a  voter 

9  signature. 

10  MR.  MALCOLM:  Okay,  so  the  things  you  just 

11  mentioned  a  minute  ago. 

12  THE  WITNESS:  The--and  two  witnesses  with 

13  the--I  believe  you  have  to  have  addresses  with  the 

14  witnesses,  but  there  was  nothing  on  there  with  a  date.  The 

15  date  didn't  say  "Required"  under  it. 

16  MR.  MALCOLM:  Yes,  sir. 

17  THE  WITNESS:  And  then  obviously  the  stamp 

18  that  says  what  their  ballot  was  supposed  to  be  and  that  they 

19  did  request  the  envelope. 

20  MR.  MALCOLM:  And  so  then  you  would  say, 

21  "This  envelope's  good  to  go."  "This  envelope  I've  got  a 

22  question  about." 

23  THE  WITNESS:  We  would  pass  them  around, 

24  and  as  long  as  they  looked  good,  we'd  pass  them  around,  and 

25  once  they  were  done,  we  set  them--you  know,  we  would  approve 
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these.  The  ones  that  we  had  issue  on,  we'd  automatically 
set  to  the  side  and  we'd  discuss  them. 


MR.  MALCOLM: 

approved,  they  would  all  be 
THE  WITNESS: 
separated  by  precinct. 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

THE  WITNESS: 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

your  discussion,  you  would 
those;  is  that  correct? 


So  the  ones  that  were 
put  together,  correct? 

They'd--we  still  kept  them 

By  precinct . 

Yes ,  that ' S-- 

And  then  at  some  point  after 
e  the  decision  to  accept  all 


THE  WITNESS:  That's  correct. 

MR.  MALCOLM:  And  would  the  Board  members 

open  the  container,  the  envelope  itself? 

THE  WITNESS:  Not  those. 

MR.  MALCOLM:  Who  opened  them? 

THE  WITNESS:  Cynthia  Shaw  or  one  of  the 

ladies  in  the  office  would  have  opened  those. 

MR.  MALCOLM:  Okay.  And  did  that  occur,  and 

do  you  have  firsthand  knowledge  of  that?  Did  you  see  them? 

THE  WITNESS:  I  was  not--I  was  not  at  that 

meeting  because  these  ballots  that  we're  looking  at  was  a 
meeting  that  I  was  absent  at.  This  was  the  first--this  was 
the  first  meeting,  and  they  ran  them  through  the  machine. 

There  was  an  issue,  and  I  don't  know  what  the 
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1  issue  was.  There  was  an  irregularity  in  the  numbers.  So 

2  in  the  meeting  that  1  showed  up  on  the  second  meeting,  the 

3  decision  was  made  to  completely  wipe  the  machine,  take  those 

4  secured  ballots,  and  re-run  them  through  the  machine  to  get 

5  the  numbers  correct. 

6  MR.  MALCOLM:  So  are  you  saying  everything 

7  that  you  just  talked  about,  you  weren't  at  the  meeting? 


8 

THE 

WITNESS  : 

The  second  meeting  when  we 

9 

did  them. 

yes 

But  I 

didn't 

approve  them. 

I  never  said 

10 

that  1  approved  them  in  the 

first  meeting. 

That ' s  the 

11 

process . 

12 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Okay,  and  that 

--sir,  that ' s 

13 

why  it's 

important  for 

us  to 

know  what  you're  testifying 

14 

that  you 

saw. 

SO-- 

15 

MR. 

HEHL  : 

When  I  was  at 

the  meeting. 

16 

went  back 

to 

run  them 

through  the  machines. 

17 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

So  when  you  say  "run  them 

18 

through  the  machine," 

had  they  already  gone 

through  this 

19 

little  hand  around  process-- 

20 

THE 

WITNESS : 

Yes  . 

21 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

--between  the 

Board  members 

22 

THE 

WITNESS : 

Yes  . 

23 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

For  which  you 

were  not 

24 

present? 

25 

THE 

WITNESS : 

For  which  I  was  not  present 
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1  f  or  . 

2  MR.  MALCOLM:  So--and  you're  saying  that  at 

3  some  point  during  that  process,  you  had  noticed  something 

4  that  stood  out  to  you. 

5  THE  WITNESS:  That  is  correct.  And  I'm  not 

6  saying  who  did  it.  I  know  something  was  stood  out,  and 

7  that's  why  I  suggested  to  the  State  Board  that  they  look 

8  into  it  and  not  us. 

9  MR.  MALCOLM:  Okay.  And  by  the  time  that 

10  you  came  to  the  second  meeting,  isn't  it  true  that  the 

11  ballots  had  already  been  separated  from  the  envelopes  from 

12  which  they  arrived? 

13  THE  WITNESS:  Because  they  had  been  run 

14  through  the  machine  one  time  and  there  was-- 

15  MR.  MALCOLM:  If  you  could  just  say  yes  or 

16  no.  By  the  time  when  you  came  to  the  second  meeting,  isn't 

17  it  true  that  the  envelopes  had  been  separated  from  the 

18  ballots  that  were  contained  therein? 

19  THE  WITNESS:  Yes,  sir.  That  is  correct. 

20  MR.  MALCOLM:  So,  and  it's--are  you  saying 

21  that  just  you,  by  you  looking  at  those  ballots,  that  somehow 

22  you  were  able  to  go  back  and  make  an  association  with  the 

23  envelope  that  had  been  discarded  at  the  meeting  before?  I'm 

24  just  trying  to  understand  how  you  made  that  connection. 

25  THE  WITNESS:  The  envelopes  are  not 
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discarded.  They  are  kept  with  the  ballots,  even  though 
they're  out  of  the  envelope,  and  then  the  CIV  number  is 
written  on  both  the  ballot  and  the  envelope. 

MR.  MALCOLM:  I  see. 

THE  WITNESS:  So  yes,  you  can  assimilate 

them . 


MR.  MALCOLM:  Yes,  sir,  and  I'm  not 

saying--!  shouldn't  have  used  "discard."  I  should  have  used 
segregated . 


THE  WITNESS:  Yeah,  segregated. 

MR.  MALCOLM:  Segregated.  So  I  want  to  make 

sure.  So  what  stood  out  to  you  was  the  write  in  name? 

THE  WITNESS:  So  the  procedure  that  we  were 

told  to  follow  by  the  State  Board  at  that  point,  I  had  not 
been  told  anything  about  the  write-ins,  about  any  kind  of 
handwriting  other  than  we  had  a  lot  of  out  stacks  and  we 
were  to--Chairman  Ludlum  had  contacted  the  State  Board  that 
there  were  issues,  or  saying  that  there  might  have  been 
issues  with  the  ballots. 

I  was  not  told  what  those  issues  were,  but  we  had 
to  re-run  those  through  the  machine  because  there  was-- 
somehow  or  another,  a  number  got  missed,  and  we  think--we 
can't  be  for  sure,  but  we  think  that  a  military  ballot- 

MR .  JOYNER:  Objection. 

THE  WITNESS:  --had  gotten  run  twice. 
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MR.  JOYNER: 
CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 
THE  WITNESS: 
CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 
not  what  you  think. 


Objection  to  what  he  thinks. 
Yeah . 

Okay.  Whatever. 

Just  tell  us  what  you  know. 


THE  WITNESS:  Okay.  We  re-ran  them.  We-- 

they  zeroed  the  machine,  took  these--the  ballots,  from  what 
I  understand,  were  kept  locked  in  the  ballot  room.  We  re¬ 
ran  them  through  the  machine,  got  the  exact  same  number,  so 
they  were--when  we  re-ran  them,  at  that  point  we  were 
directed  by  the  State  Board  to,  when  we  re-ran  them,  when 
we  had  to  look  at  the--when  we  took  the  out  stacks,  to  look 
and  see  if  there  were  any  consistencies  for  us  to  look  at. 

So  when  we  did  that,  Mr.  Daniels  and  Mr.  Ludlum 
re-ran  them  through  the  machine,  I  was  within  15  foot  of 
the  machine,  right  outside  of  the  cage  with  Director  Shaw, 
and  as  they  would  run  out  stacks,  they  would  bring  them  back 
to  us  at  the  table,  and  we  would  separate  them  by  ballot  at 
the  direction  of  the  State  Board,  and  that's  when  I  started 
noticing--that ' s  when  I  started  noticing  consistent-- 
somewhat  consistent  handwriting,  and  we  were  able  to  marry 
them  up  to  the  envelopes. 


MR.  MALCOLM:  And  did  y'all  do  that,  that 

last  part,  marrying  up?  Did  you? 

THE  WITNESS:  Yes. 
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1  MR.  MALCOLM:  Did  you  do  that? 

2  THE  WITNESS:  I  did. 

3  MR.  MALCOLM:  Every  Board  member  did  that. 

4  So  somebody-- 

5  THE  WITNESS:  They  were  next  to  me  and  then 

6  they  came  and  looked  at  the  ones  that  I  did  and  did  a 

7  randomized  audit  to  make  sure  that  the  numbers  did  match, 

8  and  Cynthia  was  with  me  the  whole  time. 

9  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Was  this  appearance  of 

10  similarity  of  handwriting  on  the  envelopes  or  on  the  ballots 

11  or  both? 

12  THE  WITNESS:  Both. 

13  MS.  AMOROSO:  Is  Director  Shaw  here  today? 

14  THE  WITNESS:  No,  I  don't  think--I  don't 

15  believe  she  was  coming  today. 

16  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Any  other  Board  members  here 

17  today? 

18  THE  WITNESS:  Mr.  Daniels  is  in  the  back, 

19  I  believe  . 

20  MR.  DANIELS:  I  am.  A1  Daniels  is  here. 

21  MS.  AMOROSO:  Okay. 

22  MR.  DANIELS:  Thank  you. 

23  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Proceed,  Counselor. 

24  DIRECT  EXAMINATION  OF  MR.  HEHL  BY  MR.  KNIGHT  (continued) : 

25  Q  Just  to  be  clear,  the  second  time  you  ran  the 
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1  ballots,  when  this  second  meeting  that  you  were  at,  you 

2  basically  started  over  again. 

3  A  That's  exactly  right. 

4  Q  Did  you  observe  anything  about  the  handwriting 

5  with  the  writing  the  name  of  Franklin  Graham?  Can  you  tell 

6  us  about  your  personal  observations  about  that? 

7  A  When  I  looked  at  that  particular  name,  it--in  my 

8  opinion,  it  appeared  that  there  was  lots  of  similarities 

9  between--there  was  several  different  handwriting  styles,  but 


10 

of 

those 

handwriting  styles. 

a  lot  of  them  appeared  to  be 

11 

the 

same 

,  or 

the  same--we  felt  like  it-- 

12 

MS  . 

AMOROSO : 

Had 

you  seen  this  before? 

13 

You 

'  ve  been  on  the  Board  for 

a  little  while.  Last  election 

14 

did 

you 

have 

any  problem  with 

the 

absentee  ballots? 

15 

THE 

WITNESS : 

We 

hadn't,  no.  None  that  I 

16 

remember 

17 

MS  . 

AMOROSO : 

Okay.  But  this  stood  out  to 

18 

you 

It 

was 

pretty  clear-- 

19 

THE 

WITNESS : 

Yes 

20 

MS  . 

AMOROSO : 

--that  you  thought  something 

21 

was 

ami s  s . 

22 

THE 

WITNESS : 

We 

rarely  get  an  out  stack. 

23 

A  lot  of 

times  it's  a  stray  mark 

or  if  we  do  have  a  write 

24 

in. 

but 

when 

i t  was  —  I  would 

say 

almost  half  of  the  ballots 

25 

going  through 

at  a  time  would 

be 

out  stacked.  It  really 
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1  threw  a  red  flag  to  all  of  us. 

2  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  That's  unique  from  your  prior 

3  experience . 

4  THE  WITNESS:  That's  correct. 

5  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Continue,  Counselor. 

6  DIRECT  EXAMINATION  OF  MR.  HEHL  BY  MR.  KNIGHT  (continued) : 

7  Q  To  your  knowledge,  is  the--did  the  State  Board  of 

8  Elections  initiate  an  investigation  with  regard  to  the 

9  absentee  ballots  in  Bladen  County? 

10  A  Once  we  sent  the  letter,  we  were  instructed  to 

11  make  sure  that  the  ballots  and  the  envelopes  were  secured, 

12  and  the  investigative  division  had  requested  that  we  make 

13  copies  of  the  container  envelopes  that  we  had  identified, 

14  and  the  copies  were  sent  to  the  State  Board. 

15  And  then  they  notified  us  that  they  would  be  down 

16  some  time  the  following  week,  and  I  could  not  tell  you  the 

17  exact  date  right  off,  what  that  day  was. 

18  Q  Were  you  interviewed  by  the  investigator? 

19  A  She  asked  us  a  little  bit,  but  not  a  formal 

20  interview,  no.  But  she  did  ask  us  questions.  She  felt-- 

21  from  what  I  could  understand,  she  didn't  have  anything  else 

22  to  ask  because  my--everything  I  wrote  in  the  letter,  but  she 

23  did  not  do  any  kind  of  formal  interview  with  me,  no. 

24  Q  As  to  Professor  Joyner's  argument  that  there  is 

25  no  vote  unless  the  circle  is  marked  on  a  write  in,  is  it 
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1  true  that  there  is  no  vote  if  there  is  no  write  in  beside 

2  the  circle? 

3  A  You  have  to  have  both.  You  have  to  have  the 

4  circle  and  you  have  to  have  the  write  in,  because  we  will 

5  not  tally--the  machine  won't  tally  a  write  in  if  the  circle 

6  is  not  circled. 

7  Q  So  if  the  circle  is  marked  for  a  write  in  and  the 

8  write  in  is  left  blank-- 

9  A  They  will  get  a  write  in,  but  there  will  be  no-- 

10  nobody  will  get  credited  for  the  vote. 

11  MR.  KNIGHT:  So  there'll  be  no  vote.  1 

12  don't--do  you  have  any  questions  from  the  Board?  That's 

13  all. 

14  MR.  MALCOLM:  That's  all  for  him? 

15  MR.  KNIGHT:  Yes,  sir. 

16  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Yeah,  his,  but  we  need  to 

17  allow  Mr.  Hamilton  and  Professor  Joyner  to  ask  some 

18  questions.  Professor,  would  you  like  to  start? 

19  MR.  JOYNER:  Thank  you.  1  appreciate  that. 

20  CROSS-EXAMINATION  OF  MR.  HEHL  BY  MR.  JOYNER: 

21  Q  Can  you  hear  me  okay? 

22  A  Yes, sir. 

23  Q  Okay.  I  want  to  start  with  the  last  question. 

24  A  person  who  is  on  the  regular  ballot--for  a  person  who  is 

25  on  the  regular  ballot,  the  name  appears  typed  by  the  Board 
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1  of  Elections  . 

2  A  That's  correct. 

3  Q  When  is  that--what  causes  the  Board  to  count  that 

4  ballot? 

5  A  Whenever  that  circle  beside  it  has  some  mark  in 

6  it  whatsoever,  and  we  have  taken  check  marks  where  we've  had 

7  to  spoil  a  ballot  and  redo  the  ballot  for  them  because  the 

8  machine  wouldn't  take  it.  But  yes,  as  long  as  there  is  some 

9  identifying  mark  in  that  circle,  we  will  count  it. 

10  Q  So  the  process  of  blacking  in  that  circle  is  what 

11  is  called  marking  the  ballot;  is  that  correct? 

12  A  That's  correct. 

13  Q  And  where  there  is  just  a  name  that's  written  in 

14  on  the  ballot  but  the  accompanied  circle  is  not  blackened 

15  in,  is  that  vote  counted? 

16  A  No. 

17  Q  Why  not? 

18  A  Because  that's  the  way  the--from  what  I 

19  understand,  that's  the  way  the  ballot  works.  You  have  to 

20  mark  that  circle;  you  have  to  fill  in  that  circle  for  the 

21  vote  to  count  for  the  machine  to  get  it. 

22  Q  So  merely  writing  in  the  name  is  not  marking  the 

2  3  ballot . 

24  A  I  would  defer  to  the  lawyer  and  the  law  on  that 

25  one,  but  that's  the  way  I  understand  it.  That  is  correct. 
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1  Q  So  it  is  not  until  someone  actually  blackens  in 

2  the  circle  that  that  ballot  is  marked  for  that  particular 

3  candidate. 

4  A  That's  correct. 

5  Q  Now,  in  the  2016  general  election,  was  there  a 

6  write  in  position  for  any  other  office  in  contention? 

7  A  Presidential  election,  and  l--there  was  one  other 

8  but  1  don't  remember  what  it  was.  I  think  it  was  a  state 

9  level,  but  I  can't  remember  now. 

10  Q  Do  you  know  why  there  would  be  a  write  in 

11  opportunity  on  some  ballots  but  not  others? 

12  MR.  MALCOLM:  Do  you  mean  some  races  and 

1 3  not  others  ? 

14  MR.  JOYNER:  Right. 

15  Q  For  some  races  but  not  others. 

16  A  If  it's  not  in--if  the--if  those  districts  are 

17  not  in  somebody's  precinct.  For  instance,  we  have  two  State 

18  House  races  in  Bladen  County.  One  of  them's  a  very  small 

19  district  down  in  the  bottom  end  of  Bladenboro.  I'm  not  in 

20  that,  so  that  race  wouldn't  be  on  there. 

21  If  there  happened  to  be  a  write  in  for  that  race, 

22  it  wouldn't  be  on  my  ballot  because  1  don't  fit  in  that 

23  district,  but  1  don't  believe  that  was  the  case  in  Bladen 

24  County,  because  1  think  all  of  the  write  ins  were  countywide 

25  or  statewide  or  federal  elections. 
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1  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Does  each  office  have  a  slot 

2  for  a  write  in? 

3  THE  WITNESS:  No. 

4  MR.  MALCOLM:  That's  the  question  you're 

5  asking. 

6  THE  WITNESS:  No.  Not  from  what  I  under-- 

7  not  what  I  remember.  What  I  remember  on  the  ballot  was 

8  federal--the  presidential  had  a  write  in,  the  Soil  and  Water 

9  had  a  write  in,  and  then,  again,  like  I  said,  I'd  have  to 

10  look  at  the  ballot,  but  I  believe  it  was  a  state  level 

11  position  that  had  a  write  in,  but  I  don't  remember. 

12  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  But  what  I'm  saying  is,  if 

13  you  take  all  of  the  names-- 

14  THE  WITNESS:  No. 

15  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  --on  the  ballots,  and  in  each 

16  office  there  are  some  places  where  you  don't  have  a  choice 

17  on  the  write  ins? 

18  THE  WITNESS:  That  is  correct.  There--most 

19  of  them--all  but  three  had  no  places  for  write  in. 

20  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  That's  not.  All  right. 

21  That's  weird,  but  it  is  what  it  is.  Proceed,  Professor. 

22  CROSS-EXAMINATION  OF  MR.  HEHL  BY  MR.  JOYNER  (continued) : 

23  Q  With  respect  to  that,  who  makes  the  determination 

24  of  whether  there  will  be  a  write  in  slot  for  a  particular 


25 


race  ? 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


MR.  KNIGHT:  Objection.  That's  assuming 

knowledge  that  this  witness  does  not  have.  It's  more 
properly  directed  to  the  director  of  elections. 

MR.  MALCOLM:  He  can  just  say,  "1  don't 

know  .  " 

A  1  don't  know.  That's  what  we  pay  Cynthia  Shaw 
for,  to  work  with  the  State  Board  to  make  those  decisions. 

Q  But  that's  not  a  decision  that  you  make? 

A  No,  it's  not. 

Q  That's  a  decision  that  was  made,  and  it  resulted 
in  a  ballot  that  had  a  write  in  slot  for  that  position, 
right  ? 

A  That  is  correct. 

Q  Now,  the  other  point.  How  many  candidates  did 

you  have  in  that  race  for  Soil  and  Water--the  Soil  and  Water 
office? 

A  On  the  ballot,  one. 

Q  One.  And  under  that  one  name  was  then  an 
opportunity  for  someone — or  any  voter  to  write  in  another 
person? 

A  On  any--on  every  ballot  that  we  issued,  yes. 

Q  Now,  you--you  indicated  earlier  that-- 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Could  1-- 

MR .  JOYNER:  I'm  sorry. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Was  Franklin  Graham  the  only 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


name  that  was  written  in? 

MR.  HEHL:  No.  There  were--for  lack-- 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Donald  Duck,  Mickey  Mouse. 

THE  WITNESS:  From--for  lack  of  lying  to 

you,  I  don't  know,  but  it  seems  like  there  was  three  or  four 
total  names,  but  that's  just-- 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  But  by  and  large,  it  went-- 

when  it  was  written  in,  it  was  Franklin  Graham. 

THE  WITNESS:  That  is  correct. 

MS.  AMOROSO:  And  Franklin  Graham  is  a 

r egi s ter ed- - i s  a  resident  of  the  county,  correct? 

THE  WITNESS:  That's  what  I  understand,  yes. 

Q  (By  Mr.  Joyner)  Do  you  recall  if  you  remember 

seeing  the  name  Elbert  Watson? 

A  I  do  . 

Q  And  Roger  Davis? 

A  I  do  . 

Q  And  what  about  Frank  Graham? 

A  I  do  remember  seeing  Frank  Graham,  but  as  far  as 
voter  intent,  we--as  I  looked  at  it,  it  was  another  vote  for 
Franklin  Graham,  but  we  haven't  gotten  to  the  canvass  part 
of  that  yet  to  really  determine  if  it  was  going  to  make  any 
difference  or  not,  so  that  one  was  not  something  we've 
addressed  yet. 

Q  And  did  you  recall  seeing  one  with  the  name  Graham 


1 


Franklin? 
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2  A  That  I  don't  remember. 

3  Q  You  don't  remember  that.  And  what  about  Franklin 

4  Gorman  (phonetic)? 

5  A  Don't  remember  that  one. 

6  Q  But  there  were  a  number  of  different  names  written 

7  in  to  the  write-in  section. 

8  A  That's  correct.  That  is  correct. 

9  Q  And  with  respect  to  all  of  those  write  ins  that 

10  you  just  named,  did  the  certification  section  indicate  that 

11  the  person  had  received  assistance? 

12  A  I  don't  remember.  I  don't  believe  so. 

13  Q  But  you  don't  recall. 

14  A  But  I  don't  recall.  I  do  remember  seeing  one  or 

15  two  that  had  assistance,  but  I  did  not  assimilate  to  what 

16  those  were.  When  I  r eal i zed- -hone s tl y ,  when  I  realized 

17  there  was  this  much,  I  said,  "This  is  beyond  us,"  and  that's 

18  why  I  made  the  notification  to  the  state. 

19  Q  All  right.  Now,  with  respect  to  the--to  the 

20  ballot,  your  concern  was  raised  because  you  saw  the  name 

21  Franklin  Graham  seemingly  written  by  the  same  person  or 

22  someone  with  the  same  handwriting;  is  that  correct? 

23  A  That  is  correct. 

24  Q  All  right.  Did--did  you  see  any  dissimilarity  in 

25  the  blacking  in  of  the  circle? 
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1 
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7 
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9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 


A  That's  a  hard  question  to  answer,  and  the  reason 
1  say  that  is  that  we  see  so  much  dissimilarity  with  the 
blacking  in  of  the  circles  on  every  ballot  across  the  county 
when  it  comes  to  everything  we  see,  because  we  see  check 
marks,  people  in  and  out--inside  the  circle,  outside  of  the 
circle . 

So  1  guess  to  answer  your  question,  if  there  was 
dissimilarity,  it  would  have  been  no  different  than  the  rest 
of  the  13,000  ballots  that  were  cast  in  the  county. 

Q  So  it  would  have  been,  then,  counted  without  any 
hesitation  if  there  were  some  dissimilarity  in  the  marking 
of  the  ballot? 

A  Oh,  yes.  Those  machines--those  machines  have  a 
large--I  would  say  a  large  room  for  making  sure  that  a  vote 
does  count. 

Q  Okay.  So  then  the  writing  in  of  the  name  Franklin 
Graham,  without  the  circle  being  blackened  in,  would  have 
been  a  harmless  experience. 

A  As  far  as  the  vote  count  goes,  yes. 

Q  It  wouldn't  have  affected  it  in  any  way. 

A  That's  the  way  1  understand  it. 

Q  Okay.  Now-- 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Meaning  the  vote  wouldn't 

count  ? 


25 


THE  WITNESS: 


If  the--if  the  circle  does 
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not--is  not  filled  in  beside  the  write  in,  from  the  way  1 
understand  it,  the  machine  will  not  tally  that  as  a  vote. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Okay.  And  1  think  we've  heard 

before  already  that  it's  got  to  be  in  both  places. 

THE  WITNESS:  Got  to  be  both.  That's  the 

way  I  understand  it. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Okay.  Thank  you. 

Q  (By  Mr.  Joyner)  Now,  to  the  best  of  your 

recollection,  when  was  the  last  time  that  there  was  a  write 
in  candidate  on  the--on  the  ballot  during  the  time  that 
you've  been  on  the  Board? 

A  On  the  Board? 

Q  Yes  . 

A  This  is  the  first  time  I  remember  it. 

Q  Oh,  I  see. 

A  Because  the--the  only  elections  we  have  had  that 
were--well,  I  may  be  wrong.  There  may  have  been  last  year 
because  we  had  municipals  last  year,  and  there--in  Bladen 
County  historically,  not  a  lot  of  people  running,  so  there 
may  have  been.  I  can't  attest  to  that,  but  I  don't  remember 
there  being  one  in  the  primary. 

Q  Now,  is  it  the  position  of  you,  as  a  member  of 
the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections,  that  an  individual 
cannot  assist  more  than  one  person  to  cast  an  absentee 
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ballot? 
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1 

A 

No, 

there  '  s  not . 

2 

MR. 

KNIGHT : 

Ob j  ection . 

He ' s  not  here  to 

3  give  the  legal  position  of  the  Board.  He's  here  to  testify 

4  as  to  what  he  knew  and  what  happened. 

5  MR.  JOYNER:  I'm  asking  about  his 

6  understanding. 

7  MR.  KNIGHT;  Well,  you  asked  about  the 

8  position  of  the  Board. 

9  THE  WITNESS:  Yeah. 

10  MR.  JOYNER:  I'm  asking  about  his  under-- 

11  I  said,  "your  understanding." 

12  THE  WITNESS:  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  no 

13  problem  answering  that.  It's--and  I  am  not  speaking  for 

14  the  Board.  This  is  my--this  is  mine. 

15  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  I'm  going  to  allow  it  as  your 

1 6  per sonal-- 

17  A  No.  I  have  no  problem  with  that  as  long  as  they 

18  followed  the  law.  Personally,  it  doesn't  matter  whether 

19  you're  Republican,  Democrat,  Libertarian,  whichever,  I  want 

20  you  to  vote.  Everybody  has  the  right  to  vote,  and  I  do  not 

21  like  a  bully,  and  I  want  to  make  sure  everybody's  vote 

22  counts  . 

23  And  my  concern  i s - - obvi ou s 1 y  y'all  have--y'all 

24  have  seen  some  of  the  evidence.  I  want  to  make  sure  that 

25  people  get  their  vote  and  not  somebody  else's  vote.  That 
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1  was  the  only  reason  I  brought  this  whole  thing  to  somebody's 

2  attention . 

3  Q  Let  me  then  ask  you  in  terms  of  the  process,  there 

4  was  a  number  of  ballots  which  apparently  was  provided  to  the 

5  protester  in  this  case  for  the  purpose  of  having  the 

6  handwriting  examined  by  a  forensic  expert. 

7  A  Uh-huh  (affirmative) . 

8  MR.  KNIGHT:  Objection.  Misstates  facts. 

9  The  ballots  were  not  provided  to  the  protester.  The 

10  protester  has  never  seen  the  ballots.  Counsel  for  the 

11  protester  has  seen  the  ballots. 

12  MR.  JOYNER:  If  I  can  finish  my  question. 

13  I  know  he  knows  the  question  before  I  ask  it. 

14  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Go  ahead  with  your  question. 

15  Objection  noted. 

16  Q  All  right.  Can  you--can  you  tell  this  Board  what 

17  the  process  was  for  the  ballots  to  be  taken  from  the  Board's 

18  office  and  provided  to  this  forensic  document  examiner? 

19  A  So  the  process  was--and  this  was  at  the  direction 

20  of  the  State  Board--was  we--the  ballots  never  left  the  Board 

21  of  Elections  in  Bladen  County.  We--I  did  the  majority  of 

22  them  myself,  with  the  help  of  a--someone  we  contracted  to 

23  come  in  and  we  paid  her  to  do  it.  She  was  one  of  our  sworn 

24  election  officials. 

25  We  took  the  ballots.  We  photocopied  the  ballots. 
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1  We  redacted  any  information  that  a--that  would  assign  that 

2  to  a  voter,  so  that  they  could  look  at  the  ballot  but  they 

3  would  have  no  clue  whose  ballot  it  was. 

4  Then,  once  we--once  I  redacted  that  with  a  Sharpie 

5  marker,  I  re-ran  it  through  the  photocopy  machine  to  make 

6  sure  that  you  couldn't  look  through  the  writing.  The 

7  ballots  were  secured  back  in. 

8  And  during  the  entire  time,  there's  a  log  that  the 

9  state  investigator  has,  where  any  time  anybody  went  in  or 

10  came  out  of  the  room  where  the  ballots  were  being  handled, 

11  there  is  a  constant  log  of  somebody  with  those  at  all  times 

12  to  make  sure  they  were  secured. 

13  Once  that  was  done,  the  ballots  were  secured  back 

14  in  the  ballot  room.  The  original  photocopies  that  she 

15  wanted  for  her  investigation,  the  first  redacted 

16  photocopies,  were  also  given  to  her  so  they  stayed  secure, 

17  and  then  the  second  photocopy  was  taken  to  the--basically 

18  it's  an  old  garage  in  the  building  that  used  to  be  the  EMS 

1 9  building . 

20  They  were  taken  in  there  and  set  out  on  the  table 

21  for  everybody  to  look,  and  during  that  process,  several 

22  people  were  allowed  to  look  at  the  redacted  ballots  and  look 

23  for  any  handwriting. 

24  They  were  also  able  to  look  at  the  envelopes,  but 

25  again,  there  was  no  way  to  determine  which  envelopes  were 
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1  which  ballots,  so  the  ballots  were  kept  confidential  to 

2  somebody's  vote. 

3  Once  that  was  done,  they  were  all  secured  back  up 

4  in  the  ballot  room. 

5  Q  Now,  the--on  the  ballot,  the  voter's  name  appears 

6  at  two  separate  places;  is  that  correct? 

7  A  Yes.  Should  be,  like,  on  a  sticker,  and  it  should 

8  be  on  where  they  actually  sign  it.  And  maybe  a  third  time 

9  where  it--because  it's  just  a  mail  envelope,  so  their  name 


10 

may 

be 

on  the  outside--on  the  other  side. 

11 

Q 

Okay.  But  I'm  just  talking  about  the  ballot 

12 

itself 

now . 

13 

A 

Oh,  the  ballot?  The  ballot  has  no  name 

on  it . 

14 

The 

ballot  itself  only  has  the  absentee  number  for  where  it 

15 

was 

issued  so  we  can  make  sure  it  stays  with  the 

envelope . 

16 

Q 

Okay  . 

17 

A 

However,  when  the--when  people  look  at 

it,  that 

18 

number 

was  gone.  It  was  redacted. 

19 

Q 

So  that  number  was--all  right.  Now,  on 

the 

20 

cert 

;if  d 

.cation  form-- 

21 

A 

Right . 

22 

Q 

--that  the  voter's  name  appears  in  two 

di f  f erent 

23 

places ; 

'  is  that  correct? 

24 

A 

That ' s  correct . 

25 

Q 

All  right.  And  were  those  names  blacked  out 
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1  before  they  were  provided  to  the  forensic  examiner? 

2  A  No,  they  were  not. 

3  Q  They  were  not.  So  the  voter's  name  still  appeared 

4  on  the  certification  that  they  received. 

5  A  Well,  that  goes  through  the  mail,  so  it's  not 

6  private  record  anyways. 

7  Q  Right.  But  I'm  saying  those--those  names-- 

8  A  But  yes,  it  is  on  the  envelope. 

9  Q  All  right.  But  even  with  that,  then  there  was  no 

10  way  to  match  up  the  outside  or  the  certification  page  with 

11  the  actual  ballot  that  the  person  voted. 

12  A  Not  by  the  people  viewing  them.  That  is  correct. 

13  We  did  that  before  we  made  the  photocopies. 

14  Q  All  right.  How-- 

15  A  But  then--but  then,  so  you  understand,  the 

16  envelopes  were  on  one  table,  the  ballots--the  redacted 

17  ballots  were  on  the  other  table.  They  were  not  together. 

18  There  was  no  way  for  them  to  go,  "Okay,  these  two  meet." 

19  They  had  them  both  to  look  at,  but  there  was  no  way  for  them 

20  to  assimilate  which  was  which. 

21  Q  So  you  couldn't  take  the  certification  page  and 

22  then  match  it-- 

23  A  And  match  it  to--no,  you  could  not. 

24  Q  --with  a  particular  ballot. 

25  A  No,  you  could  not. 
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1  Q  Okay.  So  there  is  no  way  for  anyone,  other  than 

2  looking  at  the  actual--the  original  ballot  and  the  original 

3  certification,  to  make  a  connection  between  what  is  on  the 

4  certification  and  the  ballot  that  was  cast  by  that  person. 


5 

A 

That  is  correct. 

6 

MR.  BRANCH: 

Objection.  He 

'  s  not 

7 

testifying  as  an  expert. 

8 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY 

:  Objection  noted.  Continue. 

9 

A 

That  is  correct. 

There's  no  way  for  them 

to  do 

10 

that . 

11 

Q 

Okay.  Now,  you 

indicated  that  there  was  an 

12 

rnrtral 

counting  of  the  ballots  and  you  were 

absent 

at  that 

13 

meeting 

;  is  that  correct? 

14 

A 

That ' s  correct . 

15 

Q 

All  right .  And 

then  at  the  second 

meeting 

,  you 

16 

re-ran 

the  first  stack  of 

that--of  absentee 

ballots; 

is  that 

17 

correct 

7 

18 

A 

That ' s  correct . 

19 

Q 

Now,  was  there  a 

vote  taken  to  do 

that  ? 

20 

A 

Yes  . 

21 

Q 

And  was  that  a  unanimous  vote? 

22 

A 

Yes  . 

23 

Q 

It  was? 

24 

A 

It  was.  There  was  no  motion.  We- 

-it  was 

a 

25 

discussion  that  the  option 

to  do,  that  since 

there-- 

now. 
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mind  you,  this  is  hearsay  because  1  was  not  at  the  first 
meeting,  but  there  was  some  concern  as  to  why  the  numbers 
didn ' t--didn ' t  add  up  to  the  envelopes  like  they  did  before. 

1  don't  know  the  answer  to  that  or  why  that 
happened,  but  in  the  meeting  that  1  was  in,  we  discussed  and 
we  felt  like  that  the  best  way  to  make  sure  it  was  done 
right  and  above  board  and  we  didn't  miss  anything,  is  that 
that  DS-200  was  zeroed  out  and  those  ballots  were  re-run  so 
that  they  were  counted  correctly. 

MR.  JOYNER:  Could  1  just  have  one  second? 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Pardon  me? 

MR.  JOYNER:  Could  I  just  have  one  second, 

please? 


CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Yeah.  I  do--would  like  you 

to  finish  up  because  we  want  to  give  Mr.  Hamilton-- 

MR .  JOYNER:  And  I  want  to  do  that,  too. 


Just  one  second. 


CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Yeah.  I'm  trying  to  give  as 

much  equal  time  here  as  I  can. 

( Pause ) 

Q  The  letter  that  you  sent  to  the  State  Board,  was 
that  a  decision  made  by  the  Board--the  Bladen  County  Board 
of  Elections  ? 

A  No,  that  was  mine. 

Q  That  was  yours. 
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A  That  was  mine.  1  saw-- 
Q  So  you  did  this  on  your  own. 

A  1  did  that  on  my  own. 

MR.  JOYNER:  1  have  no  other  questions,  Mr. 

Chairman . 


CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Mr.  Hamilton. 

MR.  HAMILTON:  Where  would  you  like  me  to 

sit,  Mr.  Chairman? 


MR.  BRANCH:  You  can  sit  here. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Just  pull  up  a  chair. 

Wherever  you've  got  a  place. 

MR.  BRANCH:  You're  fine. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION  OF  MR.  HEHL  BY  MR.  HAMILTON: 

Q  I'll  be  brief.  I  don't  have  very  many  questions 
for  you.  Good  afternoon.  My  name  is  Kevin  Hamilton.  I 
represent  the  Cooper  Campaign  and  the  North  Carolina 
Democratic  Party. 

You  looked  at  these  envelopes  and  ballots  pretty 
carefully,  it  sounds  like. 

A  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Q  And  the  process,  if  I  understand  it  correctly,  is 
when  you  first  came  out,  I  think  it  was  referred  to  by 
Commissioner  Malcolm  as  the  pass  around  meeting  that  you 
weren't  at,  but  the  process  is,  you're  looking  at  the 
absentee  ballot  envelopes  when  they  first  come  in  to  make 
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sure  they're  all  filled  out  appropriately,  correct? 

A  Correct. 

Q  And  one  of  the  things  you  look  at  is  the  voter's 
signature  to  make  sure  they  signed  it. 

A  That  '  s  right . 

Q  And  then  you  look  at  the  witness  signatures  to 

make  sure  the  witnesses  signed  it,  right? 

A  Actually,  1  don't  even  believe  it  requires  a 
signature.  It  just  says,  "Witness  name." 

Q  Okay.  You  look  at  the  witness  name  to  make  sure 
it's  there . 

A  Right . 

Q  And  the  address  filled  out. 

A  Yes . 

Q  And  it's  only  after  all  of  that  that  you  put  them 
in  the  pile  to  say,  "These  are  all  good.  We  approve  these. 
We ' re  going  to  open  them  and  then  run  them  through  the 
tabulator . " 

A  That  '  s  right . 

Q  And  so  all  of  the--when  you  noticed  the 
handwriting  similarity,  that  was  in  the  out  stack  from  the 
machines  that  were--from  the  ballots  that  were  getting 
kicked  out  of  the  machine,  right? 

A  That's  correct. 

Q  So  in  every  one  of  these  instances  where  a  ballot 
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got  kicked  out  into  the  out  stack,  we  know,  because  your 
process  ensured,  that  everything  looked  right  on  the  outside 
of  that  ballot  envelope. 

A  That ' s  right . 

Q  Every  one  of  them  was  signed. 

A  That's  correct. 

Q  Every  one  of  them  had  witness  names  on  them. 

A  That ' s  right . 

Q  Every  one  of  them  had  witness  addresses. 

A  That ' s  right . 

Q  And  there  was--there  was  nothing  wrong  with  the 
outside  of  the  ballot.  From  the  outside  of  the  ballot,  this 
ballot  should  have  been  counted. 

A  That ' s  right . 

Q  Okay.  Now,  you  don't  know--you're  not  here--I 

mean,  you  said  you  noticed  that  some  of  these--the 
handwriting  on  the  fill-in  line  looked  pretty  similar  on 
some  of  these? 

A  That ' s  right . 

Q  You're  not  an  expert. 

A  No . 

Q  1  guess  we  have  one  here,  so  we'll  ask  her  those 
questions,  but  you  don't  know  who  wrote  the  names  on  that 
write-in  line. 

A  No,  1  never--never  claimed  that. 
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Q  Right.  You're  not  here  to  identify  who  wrote 
those  names  because  you  don't  know. 

A  1  don ' t . 

Q  It  certainly  wasn't  Governor  McCrory. 

A  No . 

Q  It  wasn't  any  of  Governor  McCrory's  campaign 
representatives  that  were  involved  in  this  as  far  as  you 
know  . 

A  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q  Okay.  It  wasn't  Roy  Cooper  that  did  this. 

A  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q  It  wasn't  any  of  his  campaign  representatives  as 
far  as  you  know. 

A  As  far  as  I  know  of. 

Q  There's  no  indication  in  anything  that  you've  seen 
that  anybody  involved  with  either  the  McCrory  or  the  Cooper 
campaign  had  anything  to  do  with  this,  right? 

A  Because  I  don't  know  anybody  that's  affiliated 
with  either  of  those  campaigns. 

MR.  HAMILTON;  Thank  you,  sir.  No  further 

questions  . 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Thank  you.  Okay.  Mr.  Knight, 

are  we  good?  I  think--are  we  finished  with  this  witness? 
Everybody-- 
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MR.  KNIGHT; 


We're  finished. 
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CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Okay.  Would  you  have  a  seat, 

but  please  don't  leave,  and  Mr.  Knight,  will  you  present 
your  next  witness,  please. 

MR.  KNIGHT:  All  right.  The  next  witness 

is  Charlotte  Ware. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  All  right.  She's  already  been 

sworn,  so  thank  you  for  being  with  us,  Ms.  Ware. 

DIRECT  EXAMINATION  OF  MS.  WARE  BY  MR.  KNIGHT: 

Q  All  right.  Ms.  Ware,  could  you  give  us  your  name 
and  county  of  residence,  please? 

A  Charlotte  Ware,  and  I  live  in  Gaston  County. 

Q  And  how  are  you  employed? 

A  I  work  for  Forensic  Document  Examination  Services. 

Q  And  are  you  also  what  would  be  called  a 
handwriting  examiner? 

A  That ' s  true . 

Q  And  can  you  please  tell  the  Board  about  your 
training  and  certifications? 

A  Sure.  I  have  a  bachelor's  degree  in  biology  and 
a  master's  of  science  in  forensic  science.  And  I  began  my 
career  at  the  Texas  Department  of  Public  Safety  crime  lab, 
training  as  a  forensic  document  examiner.  Our  training 
consists  of  two  years  full  time  training  in  the  field  of 
forensic  document  examination. 
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At  the  conclusion  of  my  training,  I  was  competency 
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tested  and  then  began  case  work.  1  worked  towards  my  board 


1  am  certified  by  the  American  Board  of  Forensic 
Document  Examiners.  To  be  a  candidate  for  certification, 
you  first  have  to  show  that  you've  been  through  the  full  two 
year  training  program. 

At  the  beginning,  then,  they  give  you  a  written 
test — a  written  examination.  If  you  pass  the  written 
examination,  you  move  forward  to  practical  examinations,  and 
then  you  defend  your  practical  examination  conclusions 
before  an  oral  board. 

Q  Right . 

A  If  you  pass  all  of  those  steps,  then  you  become 
certified,  which  1  did,  and  then  1  maintain  continuing 
education  hours  to  be  re-certified  every  five  years,  and  1 
have  ever  since  1  was  certified. 

Q  What  experience  do  you  have  since  you  moved  back 
or  after  your  time  in  Texas?  Can  you  tell  us  about  that? 

A  Sure.  1  stayed  in  Texas  for  five  years,  and  then 
1  was  employed  by  a  federal  agency,  and  1  still  work  for 
them  today. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  What  federal  agency? 

THE  WITNESS:  U.S.  Postal  Inspection 

Service . 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Thank  you. 


90 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


MR.  KNIGHT;  Mr.  Chairman,  to  the  extent 

that  it's  necessary  that  1  submit  Ms.  Ware  as  an  expert,  1 
will  do  so  at  this  point.  If  you  have  any  other  questions 
about  her  qualifications,  I'm  sure  she'll  be  happy  to  answer 
them . 


CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  She  already  answered.  My 

question  was,  have  you  been  with  a  government  agency,  which 
was--I  was  getting  ready  to  ask  and  she  said  that.  So  do 
the  other  Board  members  have  any  questions  about  her 


(No  response) 
CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 
proceed  with  her  testimony. 
MR.  JOYNER: 


Okay.  Well,  I  think  we  can 


We  don't  object  to  her 


CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 
MR.  KNIGHT: 
CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 


okay,  too? 


Thank  you.  Professor. 

Thank  you.  Professor. 

Mr.  Hamilton,  I  assume  you're 


MR.  HAMILTON;  Yes.  No  objection. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Thank  you. 

DIRECT  EXAMINATION  OF  MS.  WARE  BY  MR.  KNIGHT  (continued): 

Q  Ms.  Ware,  could  you  explain  to  the  Board,  please, 
how  do  you  examine  handwriting?  You  know,  what  do  you  do? 
A  Sure.  So  when  you  examine  handwriting,  you  are 
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looking  for  identifying  features  and  characteristics.  So 
something  that  you  guys  might  have  noticed  is  handwriting 
in  a  friend  or  a  relative,  and  you  can  identify  that  when 
you  get  the  letter  out  of  the  mailbox  because  you  have 

So  what  we  do  as  handwriting  examiners  is  spend 
a  lot  of  time  learning  about  handwriting  features,  studying 
handwriting,  and  seeing  what  is  individualistic  in  the 
population . 

So  when  we  learn  handwriting  in  school,  we  all 
learn  that  same  handwriting  system.  We  all  learned  to  write 
the  same.  But  over  time,  you  start  to  vary  your 
handwriting.  Those  variations  become  habit.  So  it's  the 
habit  that  we're  looking  for. 

When  we  look  at  handwriting  examination,  we  have 
the  experience  to  know  what  variation  is  common  in  the 
population  and  what  variation  is  not.  So  when  I  do  a 
handwriting  examination,  I'm  going  to  look  for  many  features 
that  are  habit  or  individualistic  features,  and  I'm  going 
to  compare  those  to  handwriting  I've  seen  in  the  past:  How 

individualistic  is  this  handwriting,  how  often  do  1  see  it 
in  the  public,  and  how  individualistic  it  is  to  one  person. 

There  are  many  features  in  your  handwriting  that 
can  be  individualistic,  and  so  when  you  look  at  those  as  a 
whole,  you  could  be  looking  at  many,  many  different  features 
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1  together  that  combine  to  make  someone's  handwriting 

2  individualistic. 

3  Q  On  November  14th  of  this  year,  did  you  travel  to 

4  Bladen  County  at  the  request  of  the  McCrory  Committee? 

5  A  1  did. 

6  Q  And  can  you  tell  us--tell  the  Board  members  what 

7  you  did  there. 

8  A  Sure.  So  1  was  asked  to  examine  ballots  when  1 

9  got  there,  that  from  what  1  understood-- 

10  MR.  MALCOLM:  Ballots? 

11  A  Yes.  That's  what  1  was  told  before  1  got  there. 

12  Once  1  got  there,  1  realized  they  were  going  to  be 

13  photocopies  of  the  ballots. 

14  MR.  MALCOLM:  Okay. 

15  A  So  the--we  waited  around  for  the  photocopies  to 

16  be  made,  and  as  he's  explained,  they  obliterated  some  parts, 

17  but  made  the  photocopies  again.  And  then  in  the  late 

18  afternoon,  the  photocopies  were  made  available  to  everyone 

19  to  examine . 

20  So  there  were  photocopies  of  the  ballots  and  then 

21  photocopies  of,  1  think,  the  envelopes  they  talked  about 

22  with  the  signatures  on  them.  And  those  were  made  available 

23  to  basically  everybody  that  was  there.  They  laid  them  out 

24  on  tables  in  the  large  garage  section  of  the  election 


25  building. 
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1  Q  How  did  you  examine  the  ballots  themselves? 

2  A  So  what  I  did  is,  the  only  thing  I  was  looking  for 

3  on  the  ballot  was  the  write-in  candidate  and  the  name  of 

4  Franklin  Graham.  You  cannot  compare  Fs  to  Rs  to  Ls .  So  I 

5  was  looking  at  the  name  Franklin  Graham  in  all  of  these 

6  ballots . 

7  So  what  I  started  doing  was  looking  for  features 

8  and  characteristics  that  were  similar  and  different  in  each 

9  Franklin  Graham  name  that  was  written  on  the  photocopies  of 

1 0  the  ballots  . 

11  And  1  started  looking  at  them--as  1  looked  for 

12  similarities  and  differences,  1  started  putting  those  kind 

13  of  in  separate  stacks.  So  I  would  just  group  them  up  and 

14  say,  "This  stack  has  similar  characteristics.  This  has-- 

15  stack  has  similar  characteristics." 

16  Now,  this  is  an  incredible  time  crunch  1  was 

17  under,  and  this  is  not--by  any  means,  it  wasn't  typical  of 

18  document  examination  because  it  was  done,  you  know,  with  the 

19  lighting  that  was  in  this  garage  and  it  was  done  on 

20  photocopies,  you  know,  things  like  that.  So  it  was  very 

21  quickly  done,  and  1  didn't  even  have  a  chance  to  examine 

22  every  single  ballot  that  was  there. 

23  So  what  1  did  was  1  began  to  put  them  in  stacks, 

24  and  then  1  made  sure  that  my  stacks--!  was  very  sure  about 

25  the  stacks  that  1  had,  and  that--then  we  had  to  stop--we  had 
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1  to  quit  the  examination  before  I  could  continue  examining 

2  the  entire  stack. 

3  MR.  MALCOLM:  You  put  them  in  stacks  based 

4  on  what,  ma'am? 

5  THE  WITNESS:  Based  on  individualistic 

6  characteristics  and  similarities  and  differences  that  I  saw 

7  within  that  Franklin  Graham  name. 

8  MR.  MALCOLM:  So  just  in  my  simple  mind-- 

9  THE  WITNESS:  Yes. 

10  MR.  MALCOLM:  --this  is  a  stack  where  they 

11  loop  it  at  the  top,  here's  a  stack  where  they  maybe  go  down. 

12  So  you're  just  trying  to  segregate  it  based  on  something  so 

13  you  can  go  back  and  then  further  look  at  it? 

14  THE  WITNESS:  Exactly.  Exactly.  And  what 

15  I  did  was,  the  ones  that  I  reported  on,  I  had  been  through 

16  that  stack  several  times.  I  was--I  was  very  sure  about  the 

17  ones  that  were  in  that  particular  stack.  If  I  had  any 

18  question  about  it  being  the  same  writer,  I  would  put--pull 

19  that  out  of  the  stack  and  put  it  aside. 

20  Q  Now,  just  to  be  clear--and  I  think,  Mr.  Malcolm, 

21  because  I  was  going  to  ask  about,  you  know,  the  process  of 

22  how  do  you  divide  them  into  stacks.  Is  there  something  that 

23  you  can  tell  the  Board  about  how  they  were  similar  or 

24  different?  Sure. 

25  A  And  first  of  all,  you  can't  compare  print  to 
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1  cursive,  so  I  would  automatically  separate  the  print  and 

2  cursive  ones,  because  cursive  handwriting  is  obviously  a 

3  different  system  than  prints.  So  I  would  divide  those  into 

4  different  stacks,  and  then  I  would  look  for  individualistic 

6  There  were--again,  like  I  talked  about,  some 

7  features  and  characteristics  you  don't  see  very  often  in  the 

8  public,  and  in  one  particular  stack,  I  saw  some  things  that 

9  I  very  rarely  see,  and  so  those  were  very  easy  to  pick  out. 

10  This  particular  stack  right  here,  1  saw  some 

11  letter  di f f er ence s - - 1 ' m  sorry,  letter  similarities  between 

12  them  and  differences  between  the  rest  of  the  stack  that  were 

13  very  obvious  to  me,  and  so  I  separated  those  further,  so  1 

14  have  a  stack  of  print.  Okay,  this  one  has  these  features 

15  here.  This  group  has  these  features  here  which  are 

16  different  from  these  features.  Does  that  explain  it? 

17  Q  Yeah.  Were  there  other  people  there  examining  the 

18  ballots  at  the  same--or  the  copies  of  the  ballots  at  the 

19  same  time? 

20  A  There  were. 

21  Q  You  produced  a  report  with  my  name  on  it,  or 

22  addressed  to  me,  did  you  not? 

23  A  1  did. 

24  MR.  KNIGHT:  And  1  believe  the  Board  has 

25  a  copy  of  that  in  your  materials.  If  you  don't,  I  have 


96 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


copies  here. 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

MS.  AMOROSO: 
CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

record? 

MS.  AMOROSO: 
is  that  correct? 

MR.  KNIGHT: 

MS.  AMOROSO: 
CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

got  it,  okay. 


Yeah . 

We  do  . 

Is  that  already  part  of  the 

It's  dated  November  15,  2016; 

That ' s  correct . 

Okay.  We  have  that. 

Well,  1  think  we've  already 


Q  (By  Mr.  Knight)  Can  you  please  tell  us  about  your 

report  and  what  you  found  after  looking  at  the  copies  of  the 
ballots?  And  1  understand  you  were  looking  at  the  name,  at 
the  write  in  for  Soil  and  Water  District  Supervisor  for  the 
name  Franklin  Graham. 

A  That's  correct.  That's  the  only  thing  1  was 
examining  on  the  ballots. 

Q  Okay.  Please  tell  us  about  your  findings. 

A  Sure.  So  as  I  put  these  into  stacks,  again,  we 

weren't  allowed  to  make  photocopies  or  take  pictures  or 
anything,  so  I'm  just  handwr i te- - 1 ' m  just  writing  my  notes, 
you  know,  what  I  have  in  certain  stacks  and  making  sure  that 
the  numbers  were  correct. 

So  1  had  a  group  of  seven  stacks  that  1  was  able 
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1  to  make  notes  on  before  I  left.  The  first  writer 

2  association  was  71  ballots,  and  I  found  indications  that 

3  there  was  one  writer  on  those  71  ballots. 

4  There  were  46  ballots  in  the  second  group,  18  in 

5  the  third,  10  in  the  fourth,  11  in  the  fifth,  6  ballots  in 

6  the  sixth  group,  and  5  in  the  seventh  group. 

7  Now,  if  I  had  had  a  longer  time,  I  would  have  been 

8  able  to  address  all--all  of  the  ballots  that  were  there. 

9  I  just  did  not  have  enough  time  to,  you  know,  to  do  any 

10  further  work. 

11  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  What  were  those  numbers  again? 

12  THE  WITNESS:  It's  on  Page  2  of  the  report, 

13  but  Group  1  is  71  ballots.  Group  2  is  46  ballots.  Group  3 

14  was  18  ballots.  Group  4  was  10,  Group  5  was  11  ballots, 

15  Group  6  was  6  ballots,  and  Group  7  was  5  ballots. 

16  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Thank  you.  I  had  just  missed 

17  one.  Thank  you. 

18  THE  WITNESS:  Uh-huh  (affirmative). 

19  Q  Now,  just  to  be  clear,  when  you  say  Group  1  had 

20  71  ballots,  that  means  that  of  those  71  write  in,  mail  in 

21  absentee  ballots,  for  the  write  in  for  Franklin  Graham, 

22  those  were  written  by  the  same  person? 

23  A  There  was  indications  those  were  written  by  the 

24  same  person,  yes. 

25  Q  All  right.  Tell  me  about  the  indi ca t i on s - - i s 
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1  that--how  sure  are  you? 

2  A  So  in  the  guidelines  for  forensic  document 

3  examination,  conclusions  are  a  range.  You  can  have 

4  identification  at  one  end,  elimination  at  the  other  end,  and 

5  in  the  center,  inconclusive. 

6  There  are  varying  stages  of  levels  on  the  other 

7  side.  Some  people  use  a  nine  point  scale;  some  people  use 

8  a  seven  point  scale.  Basically,  "indications"  means  that 

9  there  is  more  evidence  that  someone  wrote  it  than  that  there 

10  isn't.  You're  on  the  causative  side  leading  towards 

11  identification.  It  is  not  a  full,  one  hundred  percent 

12  identification. 

13  There  is  a  possibility  that  you  could  get  to  that 

14  if  you  had  the  original  ballots  and  the  time  to  do  the 

15  examination,  but  in  this  case,  there--l  felt  comfortable 

16  with  saying  there's  indications,  because  of  the  similarities 

17  that  were  exhibited  in  these  groups,  that  these  were  written 

18  by  one  writer. 

19  MR.  MALCOLM:  When  you  prepared  the  report, 

20  when  you  broke  it  down  in  Groups  1  through  7,  why  didn't  you 

21  further  qualify  between  highly  likely--that  scale  you  just 

22  talked  about.  Remind  me  what  that  scale's  called  again? 

23  THE  WITNESS:  It's  the  Scale  of  Forensic 

24  Document  Examination  Conclusions. 

25  MR.  MALCOLM:  Yes,  ma'am. 
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THE  WITNESS:  You  mean  why  I  didn't  break 

down  each  group  into  individual  findings? 

MR.  MALCOLM:  Because  I  noticed  in  your-- 

yeah,  on  Page--on  Page  8--excuse  me,  Page--I  guess  that's 
Roman  Numeral  II. 

THE  WITNESS:  Yes. 

MR.  MALCOLM:  But  yes,  it's  Roman  Numeral 

II  in  the  top  right  hand  corner. 

THE  WITNESS:  Yes. 

MR.  MALCOLM:  And  you  prefaced  the  listing 

of  1  through  7  by  underlining  the  word  "indications." 

THE  WITNESS:  Uh-huh  (affirmative). 

MR.  MALCOLM:  But  you  didn't  break  it  down 

like  you  just  described. 

THE  WITNESS:  No,  and  that's  because  I  felt 

like  I  had  the  same  finding  on  all  of  these.  If  I  had  had 
the  time  to  do  more--when  you  do  an  examination,  it's 
mental.  It's  not  a  machine.  But  you're  looking  at  this  and 
saying,  "I  see  similarities  here.  Ooh,  I  see  a  difference. 
I'm  not  going  to  go  that  far.  Ooh,  I  see  more 

As  you  do  the  examination,  you're  going  to  find 
your  way,  basically,  along  that  scale,  and  say,  you  know, 

"I  see  more  indications,  more  indications,  more  indications, 
until  you  get  to  an  ID,  or  you  see  differences  in 
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1  elimination. 

2  Handwriting  theory  that  was  established  over  a 

3  hundred  years  ago  said  one  significant  difference  means  a 

4  different  writer.  So  you  could  have  very  similar 

5  handwriting,  but  if  there's  something  that  I  determine  to 

6  be  a  significant  difference,  that's  excluded. 

7  So  when  1  say  "indications,"  there  are  no--there 

8  was  nothing  to  show  me  that  these  were  different  writers. 

9  It's  actually  the  opposite.  1  saw  many  characteristics 


10 

saying  the  same  writer. 

11 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

So  would 

it  be 

fair  to  say 

12 

Groups  1  through  7,  if  I  were  to  tally 

those 

up,  in  that- 

- 

13 

if  I  were  to 

aggregate  that. 

you ' re  from  5 1 

percent  sure 

14 

to--because  you  said  it's  more  than-- 

15 

THE 

WITNESS  : 

It  is  more,  yes 

16 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Yeah.  So 

it  could  be  from 

51 

17 

percent  sure 

to  100  percent 

sure  if  you 

ever- 

-I  doubt  you 

18 

ever  say  100 

percent  because 

you  don  '  t 

want  to  lock  yourself 

19 

in,  but-- 

20 

THE 

WITNESS  : 

Yeah,  you 

could 

say  that. 

I 'm 

21 

smiling  because  I'm  asked  on 

the  stand 

many  times  to  give 

22 

a  number  to  this  and  we  can' 

t  give  numbers  to 

it .  It ' S-- 

23 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

But  more 

likely 

than  not . 

You 

24 

said  it's  more  likely  than  not. 

25 


THE  WITNESS: 


Yes.  Yes.  That  it  was  one 
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1  writer  on  these,  yes. 

2  Q  (By  Mr.  Knight)  What  equipment  did  you  use  in  the 

3  examination,  if  any? 

4  A  For  these,  1  just  used  a  magnifier.  Typically  1 

5  use  a  microscope,  but  with  photocopies,  when  you  look  at  it 

6  under  the  microscope,  you're  only  seeing  toner.  So  if  it's 

7  an  original  document,  1  can  see  pressure  habits.  1  can  see 

8  a  lot  more  with  the  originals  and  1  would  use  a  microscope 

9  for  that.  But  for  this  being  on  site  and  the  time 

10  limitations,  1  used  my  magnifier. 

11  Q  Can  you  tell  the  Board,  if  you  were  allowed  to 

12  examine  the  original  ballots,  would  your  conclusion  be 

13  different,  or  at  least  how  would  it  be  different? 

14  MR.  JOYNER:  Objection.  Calls  for  a 

1 5  conclusion . 

16  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  But  1'11--1  want  to  hear  that 

1 7  answer . 

18  THE  WITNESS:  I  think  with  more  time,  and 

19  I  think  I  noted  that  in  my  report,  that  my  findings  would 

20  more  than  likely  be  more  definitive  because  I  would  have 

21  more  time  to  evaluate  what  I  saw  there. 

22  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Thank  you. 

23  Q  During  your  examination  of  the  documents,  did  you 

24  also  have  a  chance  to  examine  the--I  think  it  was  275 

25  ballots--or  excuse  me,  envelopes? 


102 


1  A  I  did  have  a  chance  to  look  through  them,  yes. 

2  Q  Did  you  draw  any  conclusions  between  the 

3  handwriting  on  the  envelopes  and  the  handwriting  on  the 

4  write-in  portion  of  the  ballot? 

5  A  1  did  notice  some  similarities.  That  Group  1  with 

6  71  ballots,  again,  it  had  some  very  individualistic 

7  handwriting  characteristics  in  that  particular  group,  and 

8  when  1  saw  some  of  the  handwriting  on  the  envelopes,  1  did 

9  see  some  of  those  similarities. 

10  Now,  again,  it  was  not  the  time  that  I  would  have 

11  needed  to  say,  you  know,  definitively  that  this  person  wrote 

12  that  stack,  but  1  saw  that  same--those  same  individualistic 

13  characteristics  that  were  in  Group  1  on  some  of  the--on  some 

14  of  the  handwriting  on  the  outside  of  the  envelopes. 

15  MR.  KNIGHT;  1  don't  have  any  other 

16  questions  at  this  time.  If  the  Board  or  other  folks-- 

17  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Professor,  please. 

18  MR.  JOYNER:  1  would  defer  to  Mr.  Hamilton. 

19  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  That'll  be  fine.  Mr. 

2  0  Hamilton . 

21  CROSS-EXAMINATION  OF  MS.  WARE  BY  MR.  HAMILTON: 

22  Q  Good  afternoon,  Ms.  Ware.  As  you  know,  I'm  Kevin 

23  Hamilton.  I  represent  the  Cooper  for  North  Carolina 

24  campaign.  Let's  start  with,  who  hired  you? 

25  A  Mr .  Knight . 
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Q  On  behalf  of  what  client,  if  you  know? 

A  He--on  the  behalf  of  the  Pat  McCrory  campaign. 

Q  A  Republican  campaign? 

A  Yes . 

Q  You're  a  federal  government  employee;  is  that 

right  ? 


A  1  am . 

Q  1  see.  And  do  you--you  do  this  work  on  the  side? 

A  1  do  . 

Q  Do  you  testify  often? 

A  Not  anymore,  no.  We  don't  testify  as  much  as  we 

used  to.  I'm  in  management  now,  and  so  1  don't  testify  as 

much  as  we  did  when--in  the  olden  days. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Point  of  clarification.  Are 

you  talking  about  testifying  at  the  post  office  or  just 
testifying  in  all  cases? 


THE  WITNESS:  No,  in--no,  in  all  cases. 

Usually--typically ,  it's  federal  court,  but  most  of  our 
cases  actually  plead,  so  I  don't  testify  as  much  anymore. 


CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 
position  for  the  post-- 
THE  WITNESS: 
now .  Yes ,  sir . 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 
MS.  AMOROSO: 


But  you  are  in  a  management 

I'm  in  a  management  position 

Thank  y ou . 

But  you  were  testifying  on 
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behalf  of  the  post  office? 

THE  WITNESS: 

MS.  AMOROSO: 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 
a  promotion  or  whatever. 

THE  WITNESS: 
in  management 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 
CROSS-EXAMINATION  OF  MS. 

Q 

that  hire 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 


Yes  . 

Not  private  cases. 

Until  you  got--until  you  got 


Yes,  and--yes,  so  now  that  I 
I  started  doing  this  on  the  side. 

Okay.  Proceed,  Mr.  Hamilton 
WARE  BY  MR.  HAMILTON  (continued) : 
And  on  the  side  you  testify  for  private  parties 
you  for  money? 

Yes  . 

And  how  much  are  you  being  paid  today? 

Today's  fee  is  $1,100. 

$1,100  per  hour  or-- 

No .  A  flat  fee  for  today's-- 

For  however  long  you're  here. 

Yes ,  sir . 

I  see.  And  are  they  also  paying  for  your  travel 


expenses  ? 

A  No.  That's  everything.  Flat  fee. 

Q  And  how  much  was  your  fee  before  today? 

A  $  1 6 0  an  hour . 

Q  And  how  many  hours  did  you  spend  performing  your 
examination  and  preparing  your  report? 


'm 
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A  1  think  my  total  was  around  15  hours.  That 
includes  travel.  That's  travel,  examinations,  report, 
everything . 

Q  All  right.  So  it  sounds  like  from  your  testimony 
that  you've  had  a  fair  bit  of  training  in  how  to  do  document 
examination,  correct? 

A  Yes ,  sir . 

Q  You  consider  yourself  a  very  highly  trained 
document  examiner? 

A  1  do ,  sir. 

Q  One  of  the  things  that  you're  taught  in  that 
training  is,  in  doing  document  examination,  you  should  look 
at  originals  if  possible. 

A  That's  correct. 

Q  You  should  look  at  them  in  a  well  lit  room  if 
possible,  correct? 

A  Uh-huh  (affirmative)  . 

Q  Is  that  right?  Yes? 

A  Yes ,  sir . 

Q  You  should  take  your  time  and  use  as  much  time  as 
possible  to  form  a  conclusion,  correct? 

A  Yes ,  sir . 

Q  1  believe  you  said  that  you  would  use  a  microscope 
in  your  normal  examination  of  a  document. 

A  If  1  had  original  documents,  yes. 
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1  Q  Right.  But  the  preference  is  to  have  original 

2  documents? 

3  A  Yes. 

4  Q  And  it's  you--are  there  other--are  there  other 

5  elements  of  a  well-constructed  document  examination? 

6  A  1  think  that  you've  covered  them. 

7  Q  All  right.  Now,  you've  mentioned  in  your  direct 

8  examination  that  this  was  not  by  any  means  a  typical 

9  document  examination.  Those  were  your  words,  right? 

10  A  That's  correct. 

11  Q  And  what  you  mean  by  that  was,  this  was  not 

12  original;  it  was  copies,  right? 

13  A  Yes. 

14  Q  This  was  not  a  well  lit  room.  It  was--the 

15  lighting  was  less  than  optimal. 

16  A  That's  correct. 

17  Q  That  you  didn't  have  your  microscope  with  you  and 

18  it  wouldn't  have  helped  much  anyway  because  these  were 

19  copies,  so  you're  using  a  magnifier  instead. 

20  A  Correct. 

21  Q  And  that  you  didn't  have  as  much  time  as  you  would 

22  have  liked. 

23  A  That's  correct. 

24  Q  And  1  gather  that's  the  reason  for  some  of  the 

25  qualifying  language  in  your  report. 
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1  A  Yes,  and  that's  why  I  documented  it  that  way,  is 

2  because,  yes,  it  was  less  than  ideal  for  doing  the 

3  examination. 

4  Q  There  is  nothing  you--at  the  end  of  your 

5  testimony,  you  talked  a  little  bit  about  "noticed  some 

6  similarities  on  the  ballot  envelopes,"  and  I  just  want  to 

7  put  that  aside  at  the  beginning. 

8  There's  nothing  in  your  report  about  the  ballot- 

9  -the  signatures  on  the  ballot  envelopes. 

10  A  That's  correct.  I  did  not  examine  the  signatures 

11  on  the  ballot  envelopes. 

12  Q  So  in  fact,  there  is  no  conclusion  that  you're 

13  offering  this  Board  with  respect  to  similarities  between  the 

14  ballot  envelopes.  You're-- 

15  A  That's  correct.  I  did  not  examine  those. 

16  MR.  BRANCH:  Objection.  It's  not--it 

17  misstates  her  testimony. 

18  MR.  KNIGHT:  Under  Remarks  on  the  report, 

19  there  is  a  reference  to  the  ballot  envelopes. 

20  MR.  HAMILTON:  Well,  1  think  that  these  are 

21  points  that  counsel  can  make  an  argument  if  they  want.  The 

22  witness  actually  agreed  with  me  that  there's  nothing  in  the 

23  conclusion  of  her  report  that  says  anything  about 

24  similarities  in  the  signatures  on  the  ballot  envelope;  isn't 


25 


that  correct? 


108 


1  A  I  was  only  speaking  to  the  voter  signatures  on  the 

2  ballot  envelope,  yes. 

3  Q  Great.  Thank  you.  Let's  talk  a  little  bit-- 

4  you're  an  expert  with  respect  to  signature  examination, 

5  right? 

6  A  Yes ,  sir . 

7  Q  And  looking  at  handwriting,  it  can  tell  us  a  lot, 

8  but  it  can't  tell  us  everything,  can  it? 

9  A  That's  correct. 

10  Q  So  for  example,  looking  at  this,  there's  nothing 

11  in  your  conclusion--you  haven't  reached  any  conclusion  about 

12  whether  Pat  McCrory  or  any  of  his  campaign  representatives 

13  had  anything  to  do  with  this,  correct? 

14  A  No,  sir.  1  did  not  have  any  known  writing  from 

15  a  named  individual  for  examination. 

16  Q  And  you  don't  have  and  you're  not  offering  any 

17  opinion  to  this  Board  that  the  Roy  Cooper  campaign  or  any 

18  of  his  campaign  representatives  was  involved  in  this, 

19  correct? 

20  A  No, sir. 

21  Q  And  there  is--in  fact,  there  is  no  evidence  that 

22  either  campaign  had  anything  to  do  with  it  in  any  way, 

23  right? 

24  A  Not  that  I'm  aware  of.  No,  sir. 

25  Q  Because  that's  the  sort  of  thing  you  just  can't 


109 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


tell  from  a  signature  when  you're  looking  on  a  cold  piece 
of  paper,  right? 

A  That's  correct. 

Q  And  you're  not  offering  an  opinion  that  any  other 
part  of  the  ballot  for  any--other  than  the  write-in  line, 
was  voted  improperly. 

A  1  don't  know  what  you  mean  by  "voted  improperly." 

Q  Well,  you're  not  offering  an  opinion  about  the  way 

that  the  ovals  were  filled  in  was  somehow  similar  or 
improper . 

A  No,  sir.  There's  no  identifying  individualistic 
characteristics  about  those  ovals. 

Q  You're  not  a  bubble- f i 1 1 ing- in  expert. 

A  1  am  not  a  bubble-filling-in  expert. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Is  there  such  a  thing? 

MR.  HAMILTON;  I--I  wouldn't-- 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  Although  I  will  tell  you, 
yeah,  we  once  saw  a  manuscript--!  believe  it  was  from  your 
home  state  of  Washington  about  the  rules  about  filling  in 
bubbles  . 

MR.  HAMILTON;  I'm  very  familiar  with  that, 

sir. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  That  is  not-- 

MR.  HAMILTON;  I  actually  think  I  might  have 

been  the  reason  that  that  was  created. 
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CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Fortunately,  we  don't  have 

that  in  North  Carolina,  but  we've  even  seen  that.  And  Madam 
Witness,  please  proceed. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION  OF  MS.  WARE  BY  MR.  HAMILTON  (continued): 

Q  Ms.  Ware,  the  only  evidence  you  examined  and  your 
only  conclusions  are  limited  to  the  handwriting  on  the  Water 
and  Soil  Conservation  District  Supervisor  write-in  line. 

A  That's  correct. 

Q  And  one  of  those  candidates  was  McCrae  Dowless  and 
the  other  was  Franklin  Graham;  is  that  right? 

A  Yes,  sir.  And  I  only  examined  Franklin  Graham 
write  ins . 

Q  In  your  examinations  as  you  were  looking  through 
all  of  these,  did  you  see  the  name  Pat  McCrory  or  Roy  Cooper 
filled  in  on  any  of  the  write-in  lines  anywhere  in  the 
ballot? 

A  No ,  sir. 

Q  You  also  are  not  offering  an  opinion  about  any 
discussions  between  the  voter  and  whoever  filled  in  these 
write  in  ballots,  correct? 

A  That's  correct. 

Q  Don't  know  whether  the  voter  asked  for  help. 

A  No ,  sir. 

Q  Don't  know  whether  the  voter  was  infirm  or 
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disabled. 


Ill 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


A  No ,  sir. 

Q  Don't  know  whether  the  voter  was  elderly. 

A  No ,  sir. 

Q  Don't  know  whether  the  voter  was  able  to  write  in 
the  name  themselves. 

A  Right.  1  have  no  knowledge  of  that. 

Q  You  also  aren't  offering  a  conclusion  on  whether 
the  voter  thought  that  he  or  she  was  doing  anything  wrong 
in  asking  someone  to  help,  if  that  happened. 

A  That's  correct,  sir. 

Q  Other  things  from  your  examination.  In  looking 
at  the  envelope  and  the  ballots,  you  can't  tell  the 
voter--whether  the  voter  was  qualified  to  cast  that  ballot 
in  the  first  place,  correct? 

A  I  have  no  knowledge  of  that. 

Q  Don't  know  whether  the  voter  was  over  18,  a  US 

citizen,  or  a  North  Carolina  citizen,  correct? 

A  Correct. 

Q  You  don't  know  and  you  weren't  presented  with  that 
information,  with  respect  to  these  voters,  whether  they  had 
cast  ballots  in  the  2014  election,  correct? 

A  Correct. 

Q  Or  the  2012  election. 

A  Correct. 

Q  Or  the  2010  election. 
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1  A  Correct . 

2  Q  Or  1  could  keep  going  back  for  40  years  and  you 

3  won't  be  able  to  answer  that  question  because  you  just  don't 

4  know. 

5  A  1  don ' t  know . 

6  Q  So  let's  talk  about  the  other  handwriting  on  the 

7  envelopes,  the  voters'  signatures.  You  don't  have  any 

8  opinion  about  the  voters'  signatures.  That's-- 

9  A  That's  correct.  I  did  not  examine  the  voters' 


10 

signatures  . 

11 

Q 

That  '  s  nowhere  in 

your  report . 

12 

A 

That ' s  correct . 

13 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

But  just  for  the  record. 

14 

weren  '  t 

those  marked  out  anyway?  Weren't  the  voter 

15 

signatures-- 

16 

MR.  LAWSON: 

No  . 

17 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

They  were  on  there? 

18 

DIRECTOR  STRACH: 

They  were  on  there. 

19 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

Okay  . 

20 

Q 

So  there  '  s-- 

21 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

Well,  that--I'm  looking 

22 

this  . 

Not  much  help . 

23 

Q 

So  you--as  you  sit 

here  today,  or  stand  here 

24 

today. 

you  have  no  opinion  on  those  signatures. 

25 

A 

That ' s  correct . 
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Q  There's  no  dispute  from  you  that  they  appear  to 
be  different  or  genuine  or  actual  signatures;  that  you  just 
don't  have  an  opinion  on  that. 

A  Correct.  1  didn't  examine  those. 

Q  And  you--but  you  did  look  at  the  envelopes. 

A  Yes . 

Q  Right.  1  believe  you  said  briefly  you  did. 

A  Yes . 

Q  They  appeared  to  be  fully  completed? 

A  1  am  not  familiar  with  what  was  there.  1  noticed 
a  witness  address  and  name  in  the  lower--l  think  it  was  the 
lower  left  corner,  and  then  the  signature. 

Q  Okay.  You  don't  hold  yourself  out  as  an  expert 
on  how  those  envelopes  should  be  filled  out? 

A  No ,  sir. 

Q  In  fact,  these  folks  are  probably  the  experts  on 

that . 


A 

because 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 


Yes.  This  is  my  first  absentee  ballot  I've  seen 
1  vote  in  person. 

All  right.  You're  familiar  with  your  report? 

Yes ,  sir . 

You  wrote  this  report? 

Yes ,  sir . 

Did  you  have  any  assistance  in  preparing  this 


25 


report  ? 
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A  No ,  sir. 

Q  And  1  noticed  in  the  complaint,  it--and  in 
Counsel's  opening  statement,  we  were  talking  about  hundreds 
of  ballots,  but  you've  offered  this  Board  a  conclusion  with 
respect  to  seven  different  groups,  right? 

A  Yes  . 

Q  Group  1  was  71,  Group  2  was  46,  Group  3  was  18  and 
so  on? 

A  Uh-huh  (affirmative)  . 

Q  Would  you  agree  with  me  that  that  totals  167 
ballots  ? 


A  1  would  have  to  get  out  my  calculator,  but  it 
sounds  approximately  right. 

Q  About  right? 

A  Uh-huh  (affirmative)  . 

Q  Certainly  not  hundreds. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  1  added  it  up. 

MR.  HAMILTON;  1  checked  it  twice  before  1 

asked  the  question. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  That's  the  number  1  got. 

A  But  let  me  point  out  as  well  with  those  groupings 
that  1  made,  there  may  be  more  groupings.  I  simply  did  not 
have  enough  time  to  write  it  all  down. 

Q  Sure.  There  may  be  more  groupings.  There  may  be 

less  groupings.  That's  also  a  possibility? 
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A  What  do  you  mean  by  "less"?  So-- 

Q  If  we  were  to  go  through  the  remainder  of  the 

ballots  that  you  didn't  examine. 

A  1  would  say  there's  at  least  the  seven  groups  that 


1  have  here . 

Q  At  least  seven.  There  may  be  some  additional. 
A  That ' s  true . 

JUDGE  BAKER:  May  1  ask  a  question  about 

that  ? 


MR.  HAMILTON;  Sure. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Of  course. 

JUDGE  BAKER:  1  wanted  to  ask  her--now  is 

a  good  time  since  that's  exactly  what  you  were  going  to  ask, 
and  1  apologize  for  the  interruption,  but  as  1  understand 
it,  you  did  separate  them  for  unique  characteristics;  is 
that  right? 


THE  WITNESS:  Yes. 

JUDGE  BAKER:  And  you  even  divided  some-- 

please  correct  me  if  I'm  wrong--that  were  printed  and  some 
were  written  out.  Is  that  right? 

THE  WITNESS:  That's  correct. 

JUDGE  BAKER:  Okay.  There's  no  way  to 

really  know,  and  I'm  not  insinuating  it's  true  or  not,  but 
you  don't  really  know  that  perhaps  one  person  did  both  of 
those.  Is  that  right? 
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1  THE  WITNESS:  That's  entirely  possible,  yes. 

2  JUDGE  BAKER:  So  although  you  did  seven 

3  groups,  that  doesn't  necessarily  mean  that  there  were  seven 

4  different  writers. 

5  THE  WITNESS:  That's  correct. 

6  JUDGE  BAKER:  And  that's  really  not  meant 

7  for  any  conclusion  or  anything.  It's  just,  other  than--as 

8  far  as  your  testimony  goes,  the  fact  that  there  were  seven 

9  different  groups  is  not--it  is  not  your  testimony  that  there 

10  were  definitely  seven  different  writers. 

11  THE  WITNESS:  That's  correct.  And  these  are 

12  the  ones--again,  that  I  was  very  sure  about,  making  sure  I 

13  was  going  to  make  a  conclusion  on  these,  because  I  wasn't. 

14  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Is  that  because  some  were 

15  cursive  and  some  were  printed,  or-- 

16  THE  WITNESS:  Yes.  Some  were  cursive  and 

17  some  were  printed. 

18  JUDGE  BAKER:  Thank  you,  and  I  apologize  for 

19  the  interruption,  but  it  seemed  like  you  were  asking  that 

20  same  question. 

21  MR.  HAMILTON:  I  was. 

22  JUDGE  BAKER:  Thank  you. 

23  CROSS-EXAMINATION  OF  MS.  WARE  BY  MR.  HAMILTON  (continued): 

24  Q  So  let  me  ask  you  about  that.  You  said  you  wanted 

25  to  be  very  sure  about  that,  but  your--your  conclusion  is 
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1  actually  that  "there  are  indications  the  ballots  within  each 

2  group  referenced  below  is  written  by  a  single  writer."  Do 

3  you  remember  writing  that? 

4  A  Yes. 

5  Q  And  in  fact,  you  underscored  the  word 

6  "indications." 

7  A  That's  correct. 

8  Q  So  you  didn't  say,  "I'm  very  sure  these  were  all 

9  written  by  the  same."  You  just  said  there  were  indications. 

10  A  1  said  there  were  indications,  yes,  sir. 

11  Q  And  then  this  is  what  we  were--kind  of  referenced 

12  earlier  in  our  discussion  here  this  afternoon,  when  1  said 

13  you  added  some  qualifying  language.  That's  an  example  of 

14  qualifying  language,  where  you're  not  really  certain  of 

15  this. 

16  A  That's  correct. 

17  Q  If  we  were  to  go  back  and  collect  and  review  the 

18  whole  library  of  all  of  your  expert  opinions,  we'd  certainly 

19  find  opinions  that  are  much  more  definitive  than  this. 

20  A  Yes.  You  would  find  pretty  much  the  range  of 

21  indications  up  to  identification  and  elimination. 

22  Q  And  those  other  ones  would  be  instances  where  you 

23  were  looking  at  original  documents. 

24  A  In  some  cases,  yes. 

25  Q  And  in  some  cases  they  would  be  instances  where 
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you  had  a  well  lit  room. 

A  Yes . 

Q  And  in  some  cases  they  would  be  instances  where 
you  had  plenty  of  time. 

A  Uh-huh  (affirmative) .  Yes,  sir. 

Q  And  then  in  some  instances,  there  would  be 
instances  where  you  were  using  your  microscope. 

A  That's  correct. 

Q  Okay.  None  of  which  you  used  here. 

A  That's  correct. 

Q  And  so  in  the  Remarks  section  you  said,  "Time 
constraints,  the  large  number  of  exhibits  to  be  examined, 
and  the  fact  that  the  ballots  were  not  originals  were 
limiting  factors  in  the  examination.  Do  you  remember  that? 

A  Yes ,  sir . 

Q  And  then  you  went  on  and  said,  "If  the  ballots 
were  examined  in  the  proper  setting  with  ample  time  for 
consideration  and  in ter- compar i s on s ,  more  conclusive  results 
would  be  possible." 

A  Yes.  That's  echoing  what  you  asked  me  before; 
could  1  be  more  definitive,  yes. 

Q  Right . 

A  Yes  . 

Q  This  is  not  a  conclusive  result,  in  your  opinion. 

A  Indications  is  not  a  completely  conclusive  result. 
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1  no . 

2  Q  Right.  It's  not  even  partially  conclusive.  It's 

3  just  an  indication,  right? 

4  A  Well,  I  would  not  have  said  "indications"  if  I 

5  wasn't  sure  about  my  level  of  certainty  on  that  level, 

6  but-- 

7  Q  Okay.  And  what  your--what  your  opinion  is--and 

8  I  notice  Counsel  didn't  actually  ask  you  to  state  it,  but 

9  it's--and  I'll  read  it--quote,  "Because  of  the  existence  of 

10  handwritten  and  hand  printed  Franklin  Graham  entries  and 

11  the  difficulty  of  in ter- compar i s on s ,  it  is  possible  that  the 

12  Franklin  Graham  entries  in  one  or  more  groups  may  be  the 

13  product  of  one  writer."  Did  I  read  that  correctly? 

14  A  You  did . 

15  Q  So  your  opinion  is  that  it's  possible  that  they 

16  may  be  the  product  of  one  writer. 

17  A  Yes,  sir.  There's  indications  that  they  are. 

18  MR.  HAMILTON;  Thank  you.  I  have  no  further 

19  questions.  Thank  you  so  much. 

20  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Okay.  I  think  before  we  let 

21  y'all  present  your--are  you  finished  with  your  witnesses? 

22  MR.  KNIGHT:  No.  I  have  some  follow  up 

23  exam — questions. 

24  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  With  her? 


25 


MR.  KNIGHT: 


Yes ,  sir . 
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CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  All  right.  We're  going  to 

have  a  bathroom  break  shortly.  How  long  will  your--you 
take? 

MR.  KNIGHT:  A  matter  of  minutes. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Okay.  Let's  let  you  follow 

up,  and  then  we're  going  to  take  a  break,  fifteen  minutes, 
shortly . 

REDIRECT  EXAMINATION  OF  MS.  WARE  BY  MR.  KNIGHT: 


Q  At  the  risk  of  going  over  ground  that's  been 
somewhat  covered,  I  want  to  make  sure  that  the  Board 
understands  the  conditions  and  why  you  were  operating  under 
those  conditions.  Did  you--were  you  allowed  to  examine  the 
original  ballots? 

A  No ,  I  was  no t . 

Q  Were  you  allowed  to  move  the  ballots  to  a 
brighter,  well-lit  room? 

A  No ,  I  was  no t . 

Q  Were  you  allowed  to  use  your  microscope? 

A  Nope . 

Q  Were  you  allowed  to  copy  or  photograph  the 

ballots  ? 


A  No ,  I  was  no t . 

Q  Were  you  allowed  to  connect  the  individual  ballots 
with  any  individual  voter? 

A  No ,  sir. 
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1  MR.  MALCOLM:  I've  got  a  question. 

2  THE  WITNESS:  Yes,  sir. 

3  MR.  MALCOLM:  So  one  thing  you  said--he's 

4  using  the  word  "allowed,"  and  I  want  to  make  sure  I 

5  understand  that.  You  said  you  used--what  piece  of  equipment 

6  did  you  say  you  did  use? 

7  THE  WITNESS:  I  had  a  hand  magnifier. 

8  MR.  MALCOLM:  Okay.  Did  somebody  tell  you 

9  you  could  not  use  a  light? 


10 

THE 

WITNESS  : 

A  light?  No,  sir. 

There 

was 

11 

no  other 

light 

available . 

12 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Did  someone  tell  you  you 

could 

13 

not  bring 

any 

kind  of  equipment  into  the  room?  Did  someone 

14 

tell  you 

all  you  could  bring 

into  the  room  was  a 

hand 

15 

magnifier 

7 

16 

THE 

WITNESS  : 

The  equipment?  No, 

sir. 

They 

17 

did  not  limit 

me  in  the  equipment.  They  did  tell 

me  I 

was 

18 

not  allowed  to 

photograph  it 

or  make  photocopies 

or  view  the 

19 

original 

ballots . 

20 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

So  you  could  have  brought 

a 

21 

standing 

light 

if  you  wanted 

to?  You  could  have 

lit  it 

up 

22 

like  the 

sun  . 

23 

THE 

WITNESS  : 

Yes ,  sir . 

24 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

You  could  have--you 

could 

have 

25 

brought  in  a  magnifying  glass 

or  a  microscope  if 

you  wanted 
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to,  or  nobody  told  you  you  could  not  bring  those  things, 
right  ? 

THE  WITNESS:  Right.  I  did  bring  a 

magnifier,  but  a  microscope  is  kind  of  pointless  with 
photocopies  . 

MR.  MALCOLM:  So  Counsel's  question  which 

said  you  were  not  allowed,  would  you  agree  that  someone  told 
you  you  were  disallowed  to  bring  those  things? 

THE  WITNESS:  Not  those  specific  things, 

yes  . 

REDIRECT  EXAMINATION  OF  MS.  WARE  BY  MR.  KNIGHT  (continued): 

Q  Just  to  follow  up,  you  were  not  allowed  to  either 
take  the  ballots  from  the  room,  correct? 

A  That's  correct. 

Q  Or  to  examine  the  original  ballots. 

A  That's  correct. 

Q  And  if  the  original  ballots  are  here  today  and  you 
are  allowed  to  examine  them  today  or  some  other  day,  would 
you--never  mind.  That's  a  hypothetical  question. 

MR.  KNIGHT:  I  don't  have  any  other 

questions  . 

MS.  AMOROSO:  Were  you  told,  Ms.  Ware,  why 

you  were  not  allowed  to  look  at  the  original  ballots? 

What's  your  understanding  of  that,  if  you  know? 

THE  WITNESS:  I  don't  know. 
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1  MS.  AMOROSO:  Mr.  Knight,  is  she--do  you 

2  know  why  she's  not  permitted  to  look  at  the  original 

3  ballots? 

4  MR.  KNIGHT:  We  were--and  when  1  say  "we," 

5  1  mean  also  the  McCrory  campaign  attorneys,  the  State  Board 

6  of  Elections.  I  was  in  contact  with  Ms.  Strach  and  Mr. 

7  Lawson,  and  they  were  also  in  contact--well ,  that's--they 

8  were  in  communication  with  Ms.  Shaw  and  Mr.  Ludlum,  who  is 

9  the  chairman--Ludlum--chairman  of  the  Board  of  Elections. 

10  And  they,  1  believe,  Mr.  Lawson  and  Ms.  Strach 

11  prescribed  the  conditions  under  which  the  public--not  just 

12  us,  but  the  public--would  be  allowed  to  examine  the  ballots. 

13  Is  that  a  fair  and  accurate  statement? 

14  DIRECTOR  STRACH:  The  answer  is  because  Josh  and 

15  I  said  so . 

16  MR.  MALCOLM:  She's--that  sort  of  clears  it 

17  up . 

18  MR.  KNIGHT:  Yeah.  She  was  much  more 

19  concise  than  I  was. 

20  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Do  we  have  the  ballots  here 

21  or  in  this-- 

22  DIRECTOR  STRACH:  We  do. 

23  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Okay. 

24  MS.  AMOROSO:  I'm  just  trying  to  get--it's 

25  not  pursuant  to  statute  that  someone--the  public  is  not 
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1  permitted  to  look  at  the  original  absentee  ballot. 

2  DIRECTOR  STRACH:  They're  not  allowed  to  be  able 

3  to  identify  a  voter  with  the  ballot. 

4  MS.  AMOROSO:  Unless  everything  has  been 

5  redacted. 

6  DIRECTOR  STRACH:  Right. 

7  MS.  AMOROSO:  And  it's  almost--it's 

8  impossible  because  there's  a  code  on  the  absentee  ballot. 

9  DIRECTOR  STRACH:  That's  right. 


10 

MS  . 

AMOROSO : 

Okay.  Just  wanted 

to  clear 

11 

that  up 

for  the  record. 

12 

MR. 

LAWSON : 

Unless  there's  a  court  order. 

13 

MS  . 

AMOROSO : 

Pardon  ? 

14 

MR. 

LAWSON : 

If  there's  a  court 

order,  it 

15 

can  be 

linked 

to  an  individual 

voter.  Absent  that,  the 

16 

Board  can 

only  allow  it  to  be 

viewed  and  it  can't 

be  linked 

17 

to  the 

voter  . 

18 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

All  right.  So  you' 

re  going 

19 

to  have 

more 

witnesses  after  our  little  recess? 

20 

MR. 

KNIGHT  : 

I'm  not  going  to  have  any  more 

21 

witnesses 

I 

'm  going  to  refer 

to  some  of  the  documents,  and 

22 

then  I  ' 

11 

be 

done  . 

23 

MS  . 

AMOROSO : 

I  have  a  question. 

Is  Mr  . 

24 

Graham 

in 

the 

house,  Franklin 

Graham? 

25 


(No  response) 
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1  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  All  right.  Well,  we'll  allow 

2  you  to  do  that  when  we  get  back.  We're  going  to  take  a  15 


3 

minute 

break . 

Thank  you. 

everybody . 

4 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to 

be 

5 

expecting  to 

hear  from  Mr 

.  Dowless  when  we  come 

back. 

just 

6 

SO  you 

can-- 

7 

MR. 

BRANCH : 

Mr.  Malcolm,  is  that--is 

the 

8 

Board  going  to  be  subpoenaing  Mr.  Dowless  to  testify? 

9 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

His  testimony  is- 

-I  want 

to 

10 

hear  from  Mr . 

Dowless  once  Mr.  Dowless  comes  up 

You  ' 

re 

11 

pretty 

smart 

on  what  the 

law  requires.  We  can 

ask  to 

hear 

12 

from  Mr 

.  Dowless  at  this 

break .  Ms . -- 

13 

MR. 

BRANCH : 

I  under-- 

14 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Hold  on,  sir.  At 

the  break. 

15 

Ms.  Strach,  would  you  please  prepare  a  subpoena 

ready 

for 

16 

the  signature 

of  me  and  Dr.  Kricker  in  case  Mr. 

Dowle  s  s 

17 

decides 

he  does  not  want 

to  come  forward  and  testify. 

18 

MR. 

BRANCH : 

And  is  the  Board 

willing 

to 

19 

extend 

Mr.  Dowless  the  protections  of  163-277  if  he-- 

20 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

We  don ' t  have  to 

answer 

that 

21 

I  don  '  t 

have 

to  answer  that  question  right  now. 

Right 

now 

22  what  I've  asked  to  at  least  two  Board  members,  as  you  know, 

23  either  the  chair  or  two  Board  members  can  issue  a  subpoena. 

24  When  we  come  back  at  a  break--I  guess  whenever  you 

25  decide  to  represent  your  client,  you  can  make  your 
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1  assertions  then  when  you  think  some  legal  protections  need 

2  to  be  attached  to  his  testimony. 


3 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

Okay.  15  minutes.  Five 

4 

minutes  after 

4:00,  folks. 

5 

JUDGE  BAKER: 

Is  this  witness  needed 

6 

further  ? 

I 'm 

sure  she ' d  like 

to  leave  if  she  could. 

7 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

I ' m  sorry? 

8 

MS  . 

AMOROSO : 

Can  we  excuse  the  witness? 

9 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

I'd  kind  of  like  to  keep  her 

10 

here  for 

a  while  . 

11 

JUDGE  BAKER: 

Sorry  . 

12 

MS  . 

AMOROSO : 

Okay  . 

13 

(Whereupon,  a  brief 

recess  was  taken 

14 

from  3:51  p.m  to  4 

:  19  p.m. ) 

15 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

Well,  we're  back--called  back 

16 

to  order. 

Mr  , 

.  Malcolm  had  requested--he  wanted  to  ask  a  few 

17 

questions 

I 

'm  going  to  let 

him  speak  his  piece  and  do  what 

18 

he  requested. 

19 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Mr .  Knight . 

20 

MR. 

KNIGHT : 

Mr .  Malcolm . 

21 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Is  it  correct  that  you 

22 

represent 

Mr  . 

Dowless  from  Bladen  County,  North  Carolina? 

23 

MR. 

KNIGHT : 

For  purposes  of  the  hearing 

24 

today,  it 

i  s  . 

25 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Is  it  correct  that  your 
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1  client,  who  lives  in  Elizabethtown,  P.O.  Box  253,  filed  a 

2  protest  before  the  North  Carolina  State  Board  of  Elections, 

3  alleging  improprieties  in  Bladen  County  related  to  the 

4  November  8th  election? 


5 

MR. 

KNIGHT : 

If 

we  ' 

re  talking  about  the 

6 

protest  that ' 

S-- 

7 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

We 

are 

8 

MR. 

KNIGHT : 

-- 

part 

of  the  materials,  then 

9 

obvious 1 y . 

10 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Is 

it 

correct  that  in  your 

11  opening  statement  you  referenced  and  at  some  point  later 

12  attached  to  that  protest  was  a  supplement,  and  that 

13  supplement  included  an  affidavit  from  Heather  Register? 

14  MR.  KNIGHT;  1  did  reference  that,  yes, 

15  sir. 

16  MR.  MALCOLM:  Is  it--would  it  be  true  that 

17  that  is--should  be,  by  this  Board,  considered  part  of  the 

18  protest? 

19  MR.  KNIGHT;  If  it  was  not  supplemental  to 

20  the  protest,  and  1  saw  it  as  a  part  of  the  protest 

21  documents,  under  the  brief  or  the  Board  book  that  was  put 

22  online,  1  had  not  seen  it  as  a  part  of  the  Dowless  protest 

23  until  I  saw  it  online.  So  my  assumption-- 

24  MR.  MALCOLM:  You  referenced  it  in-- 

25  MR.  KNIGHT;  My  assumption  was  at  that  time 
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1  that  it  had  been  supplemented  to  the  Dowless  protest.  If 

2  that  was  a  mistake,  then  I  ask  that  it  be  incorporated  by 

3  reference  from  the  Register  complaint--or  protest. 

4  MR.  MALCOLM:  So  are  you  saying  it  is  part 

5  of  your  client's  protest  or  it  isn't? 

6  MR.  KNIGHT:  I'm  asking  that  it  be 

7  incorporated  by  reference  into  the  protest. 

8  MR.  MALCOLM:  Okay.  That's  what  I  wanted. 

9  So  in  light  of  that,  you  heard  before  the  break--Mr.  Lawson, 

10  can  you  clarify  for  me,  this  Board,  and  everyone  else  in 

11  attendance,  statutory  language  or  statutory  citation 

12  concerning  what  Mr.  Branch  brought  up  before  the  break? 

13  MR.  LAWSON:  Yes,  sir.  I  understood  Mr. 

14  Branch  to  bring  up  163-277,  which  talks  about  immunizing  for 

15  purposes  of  criminal  liability  individuals  who  are  compelled 

16  to  appear  before  you. 

17  There's  another  that  is  278.29.  Both  of  them 

18  appear  in  the  campaign  finance  article  and  reference  that 

19  article  in  proceedings  pursuant  to  it. 

20  MR.  MALCOLM:  So  is--are  we  here  today 

21  dealing  with  campaign  finance,  to  your  knowledge? 


22 

MR 

.  LAWSON: 

We  are 

not . 

23 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

Okay  . 

24 

MR 

.  LAWSON: 

There 

were  campaign  finance 

25 

issues  that  ■ 

went  into  an 

addendum . 

That ' s  not  the 
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1  underlying  protest. 


2 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

You ' re 

referring  to  the 

3 

campaign  finance  disclosure 

reports 

that  were  made  part 

4 

the  record? 

5 

MR. 

LAWSON : 

That  '  s 

right . 

6 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

And  that  relates  to  the 

7 

organ! ration 

that  Mr.  Joyner 

's  representing.  What's  the 

8 

name  of  that. 

Mr .  Joyner  ? 

9 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

Bladen 

County  Improvement 

10 

Association . 

11 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Bladen 

County  Improvement 

12  Association.  In  light  of  all  that,  Mr.  Branch--!  don't  know 

13  if  I  should  address  Mr.  Branch  since  he  raised  the  issue 

14  before  the  break,  or  Mr.  Knight. 

15  Does  Mr.  Dowless,  the  individual  that's  brought 

16  all  these  folks  from  around  the  state  today--we're  being 

17  broadcast  all  across  this  state  and  I'm  sure  there's  a  good 

18  number  of  people  down  in  southeastern  North  Carolina 

19  watching  us  right  now,  your  neighbors,  your  f riends--does 

20  your  client  intend  to  answer  questions  today  without  having 

21  to  be  subpoenaed  by  the  North  Carolina  State  Board  of 

22  Elections  in  accordance  with  the  law? 

23  MR.  KNIGHT;  He  is  present  and  will  answer 

24  questions  unless  counsel  instructs  him  otherwise. 

25  MR.  MALCOLM:  Your  counsel?  1  mean,  you 
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1  mean  you? 

2  MR.  KNIGHT:  Well,  certainly,  like  in 

3  any--in  any  situation  where  I  have  a  client  that  is  under 

4  questioning-- 

5  MR.  MALCOLM:  Yes,  sir. 

6  MR.  KNIGHT:  --I  reserve  the  right  to  ask 

7  him--or  instruct  him  not  to  answer. 

8  MR.  MALCOLM:  Yes,  sir.  And  you  understand 

9  at  this  point,  the  North  Carolina  State  Board  of  Elections 

10  is  requiring  your  client  to  answer  any  questions. 

11  MR.  KNIGHT:  I  also  understand  he  doesn't 

12  waive  his  Fifth  Amendment  right  to  refuse  to  incriminate 

13  himself.  I'm  not  stating  that  that  will  happen.  In  no 

14  means  am  I  insinuating  that  it  will  happen. 

15  I  am  merely  pointing  out  that  we  do  not  waive  his 

16  Fifth  Amendment  right  not  to  incriminate  himself  because 

17  you're  asking  me  this  question. 

18  MR.  MALCOLM:  I  agree  with  that.  Mr. 

19  Lawson,  I  think  I  agree  with  everything  that  Mr.  Knight  just 

20  said.  Is  there  anything  else  I  need  to  be  aware  of? 

21  It  sounds  like  Mr.  Knight  properly  has  advised  his 

22  client  that  he  can  walk  out  the  door  any  time,  should  he  not 

23  want  to  answer  my  questions.  Is  that  correct,  Mr.  Lawson? 

24  He's  not--we're  not  bounding  him  to  stay  here. 

25  We  haven't  subpoenaed  him.  But  you're  telling  us  he's  going 
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1  to  answer  questions  from  this  Board. 

2  MR.  KNIGHT:  Certainly. 

3  MR.  MALCOLM:  I'd  like  to  hear  from  Mr. 

4  Dowless,  Mr.  Chairman,  r elate- - s ince  he  filed  the  protest. 

5  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  I'm  sorry? 

6  MR.  MALCOLM:  I'd  like  to  hear  from  his 

7  client  since  he's  the  one  who  filed  the  protest. 

8  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  All  right.  I  think  he's 

9  already  been  sworn,  correct? 


10 

MR. 

KNIGHT : 

Yes ,  sir . 

11 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY 

:  Could  he  take  the  podium. 

12 

please? 

13 

(Mr 

.  Dowless 

takes  the  podium.) 

14 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

How  are  you  doing,  sir? 

15 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Doing  fine,  Mr.  Malcolm. 

16 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Is  it  true  that  you  are  the 

17 

winner — apparent  winner 

as 

it  relates  to  the  election  for 

18 

the  Soil--the 

Soil  race 

in 

Bladen  County? 

19 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

That's  the  unofficial  results 

20 

at  this  time . 

21 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

So  since  you're  the  winner-- 

22 

apparent  winner  pending 

canvass  by  the  Bladen  County  Board 

23 

of  Elections, 

why  are  you 

protesting  the  contest? 

24 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

It  hasn't  been  canvassed  yet. 

25 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Yes ,  sir . 
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1 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

That ' s 

the  unofficial 

results 

2 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Yes ,  sir . 

3 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

1  know 

that  1  have  won 

the 

4  election.  But  Mr.  Malcolm,  my  point  is,  say  years  down  the 

5  road,  say  it  could  be  your  grandson  or  another  person  that 

6  would  likely  run  for  office. 

7  I'm  not  saying  there's  any  wrongdoing  here.  I 

8  just  wanted  it  investigated  because  it  was  a  high  volume  of 

9  write  ins.  1  had  no  means  of  knowing  who  the  write  in  was. 

10  MR.  MALCOLM:  So  you  don't  believe  there's 

11  been  any  wrongdoing?  Is  that  what  you  just  said? 

12  MR.  DOWLESS:  1  didn't  say  that.  I'm  saying 

13  as  far  as  me,  as  a  candidate,  for  write  ins  to  be  that  high, 

14  1  would  think  that  I  would  want  it  investigated.  If  you 

15  were  on  the  ballot,  even  though  you  have  won,  would  you  want 

16  it  investigated? 


17 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Are 

you  asking  me? 

18 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes , 

sir .  I'm  saying 

,  if  you 

19 

were 

a  candidate,  even  though  you 

won  — 

20 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

I'll 

oblige  you,  Mr . - 

-if  I  was 

21 

the 

winning  candidate  by  a 

couple 

hundred  votes,  1 

wouldn ' t 

22 

want 

anything 

investigated 

because 

I  wouldn ' t  want 

somebody 

23  bringing  some  fictitious,  unsubstantiated  claims  against  me. 

24  MR.  DOWLESS:  1  don't  think  it's  fictitious. 

25  MR.  MALCOLM:  Okay.  That's  what  1  was 
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1  getting  to,  sir.  In  your — 

2  MR.  DOWLESS:  And  you  know,  you  say  a  couple 

3  hundred  votes.  That  was  3,700  write  ins,  Mr.  Malcolm. 


4 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Yes ,  sir . 

5 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

3,  700. 

6 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

3,  700  is  what ? 

7 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Write  ins  . 

Three  thousand. 

8 

seven  hundred 

write  ins . 

9 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY; 

I  think  that's  what  Franklin 

10 

Graham  got  voted. 

11 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

And  I ' m  not 

saying  that  he  got 

12 

3,700. 

13 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Yes ,  sir . 

14 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

I  don't  know  that.  I  haven't 

15 

seen  the  ballots  or  anything 

like  that  to 

say  that  he  got 

16 

3,700. 

17 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Yes ,  sir . 

18 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

It's  just  a 

high  volume  of 

19 

write  ins  . 

20 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

How  did  you 

become  aware  of 

21 

the  issues? 

Who  called  you 

and  told  you 

that  there  were 

22 

some  issues  in  Bladen  County 

7 

23 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Did  anyone 

call  me? 

24 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Or  spoke  to 

you.  How  did  you 

25 

find  out  about  the  issues? 
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1 

MR. 

DOWLESS 

1  think  when  this  came  about 

2 

with  the  high 

volume 

of  write 

ins,  it  was  on  election  night 

3 

1  was  getting 

the  results.  The  next  day,  1  got  with  the 

4 

Republican  chairman. 

5 

MR. 

MALCOLM 

The  Bladen  County  Republican 

6 

chairman? 

7 

MR. 

DOWLESS 

Republican  chairman. 

8 

MR. 

MALCOLM 

Who  is  that,  sir? 

9 

MR. 

DOWLESS 

Landon  Bordeaux. 

10 

MR. 

MALCOLM 

Landon  Bordeaux? 

11 

MR. 

DOWLESS 

Yes  . 

12 

MR. 

MALCOLM 

Okay  . 

13 

MR. 

DOWLESS 

And  he  talked  with  me  and  1 

14 

said,  "That ' s 

a  high 

volume  of  write  ins."  He  says,  "I'm 

15 

going  to  make 

a  call. 

and  somebody  will  be  giving  you  a 

16 

call."  So  I 

think  it 

was  the 

next  day,  two  days  after  the 

17 

election,  that--l  can 

'  t  think 

of  the  gen t leman ' s - - i t ' s 

18 

Steve.  1  can 

't  remember  his 

last  name.  Worked  with  Pat 

19 

McCr or y . 

20 

MR. 

BRANCH  : 

Objection  to  the  extent 

21 

that-- 

22 

MR. 

MALCOLM 

Steve  who,  sir? 

23 

MR. 

BRANCH  : 

You  can  answer.  You  can 

24 

identify  him. 

but-- 

25 

MR. 

DOWLESS 

Steve  . 
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1 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

Steve  from 

the  Pat  McCrory 

2 

campaign  ? 

3 

MR 

.  DOWLESS: 

Yes ,  sir . 

4 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

Did  you  talk  to  him  on  the 

5 

phone  or  did 

he  come  see 

you 

7 

6 

MR 

.  DOWLESS: 

1  talked  to 

him  on  the 

7 

telephone . 

8 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

One  or  two 

times  or  more? 

9 

MR 

.  DOWLESS: 

Once,  1  believe,  Mr.  Malcolm. 

10 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

So  do  you  mean  he  was  the  one 

11 

that  called  ; 

you  and  told 

you 

about  this? 

12 

MR 

.  DOWLESS: 

No,  no,  no. 

no  . 

13 

MR 

.  BRANCH: 

Ob j  ection . 

Don ' t--don ' t-- 

14 

Stop,  please 

.  I ' m  going 

to 

object.  The 

Steve  he ' s 

15  referring  to,  1  believe,  is  a  gentleman  by  the  name  of  Steve 

16  Roberts,  who  is  a  lawyer  for  the  Pat  McCrory  committee  and 

17  1  believe  also  is  representing  Mr.  Dowless  in  connection 

18  with  this. 

19  And  so  to  the  extent  that  Mr.  Dowless  is 

20  testifying  in  front  of  this  Board,  any  conversations  with 

21  Mr.  Roberts  would  be  subject  to  the  protections  of  the 

22  attorney-client  privilege. 

23  The  fact  that  he  had  those  conversations, 

24  absolutely.  The  content  of  those  conversations,  I'm  going 

25  to  object  to  him  revealing  to  the  Board. 
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1  MR.  MALCOLM:  To  be  sure,  Mr.  Branch,  you 

2  know  that  the  client  has  the  authority  to  break  privilege 

3  any  time  he  or  she  wants  to.  Would  you  agree  with  that 

4  statement? 

5  MR.  BRANCH:  It's  the  client's  privilege. 

6  MR.  MALCOLM:  You're  exactly  right.  So  it's 

7  up  to  him  to  decide  whether  he  wants  to  break  privilege. 

8  If  you're  saying--make  sure  1  got  this  right  and  on  the 

9  record:  Are  you  saying  that  Mr.  Steve  Roberts  is 


10 

representing 

him  in  his  personal  capacity? 

11 

MR. 

BRANCH : 

My  understanding  is  Steve 

12 

Roberts  was  a 

part  of  the  group  of  lawyers 

that  was 

-- 

13 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Is  Steve  Roberts  representing 

14 

y ou ,  sir? 

15 

MR. 

BRANCH : 

Wait ,  wait . 

Mr .  Malcolm, 

may 

16 

1  please  finish  my  statement? 

My  understanding  is 

that 

Mr  . 

17 

Roberts  is  part  of  a  group  of 

lawyers  that 

was  representing 

18 

both  the  McCrory  campaign  and 

the  protester 

here  in 

19 

connection  with  the  protest  that  was  filed. 

20 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Okay .  That  '  s 

great . 

Sir, 

do 

21 

you  have  a  lawyer  named  Steve 

Roberts  ? 

22 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes ,  sir .  He 

was  the 

one 

that 

23 

we  got  to  file  that  protest. 

24 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

He ' s  the  one 

that-- 

25 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Had  it. 
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1 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

He  prepared  it? 

2 

MR. 

DOWLESS  : 

Yes ,  sir . 

3 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Okay.  For  you  to  sign? 

4 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes ,  sir . 

5 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

And  he ' s  the  one  that  told  you 

6 

about  these  th 

ings  happening  in  Bladen  County? 

7 

MR. 

BRANCH : 

Objection.  Please-- 

8 

MR. 

DOWLESS  : 

No,  sir.  No,  sir.  He  didn't 

9 

tell  me  that . 

10 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

So  how  did  you  know  about  it? 

11 

MR. 

DOWLESS  : 

Well,  the  night  of  the 

12 

election,  that 

the  wri 

te  ins  were  so  high-- 

13 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Yes ,  sir . 

14 

MR. 

DOWLESS  : 

--like  1  said,  the  next  day 

15 

1  talked  to  Mr 

.  Landon 

Bordeaux,  the  Republican  chair  of 

16 

Bladen  County. 

And  we 

were  talking.  1  said--l  said. 

17 

"That ' s  a  high 

volume 

there,"  and  he  got  to  talking. 

18 

He  s 

aid,  "We 

11,  I'm  going  to  make  some  calls,"  and 

19 

he  said,  "Woul 

d  you  be 

good  to  file  a  protest?"  1  told  him 

20 

yes .  That  was 

the  Rep 

ublican  chair.  That  was  not  any  of 

21 

the  Pat  McCror 

y  lawyer 

s  that  was  talking  to  me  at  that  time. 

22 

This  was  the  man,  the 

Republican  chair. 

23 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Mr .  Landon  ? 

24 

MR. 

DOWLESS  : 

Yes ,  sir . 

25 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Okay.  And  at  some  later 
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1  point,  you  think  maybe  two  days  after  the  election,  some 

2  time  on  or  about  November  10th,  you  got  a  phone  call  from 


3 

a  gentleman 

you  referred 

to 

as  Steve,  that  today  Mr.  Branch 

4 

is  referring 

to  as  Steve 

Roberts,  correct? 

5 

MR 

.  DOWLESS: 

Yes  . 

6 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

Okay.  That's  fair  enough. 

7 

MR 

.  DOWLESS: 

1  think  it  was  a  couple  of 

8 

days  after  that,  Mr.  Malcolm 

1-- 

9 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

And  at  some  point--at  some 

10 

point  after 

that,  Mr.  Roberts  prepared  this  protest  for  you 

11 

MR 

.  DOWLESS: 

Yes ,  sir . 

12 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

And  did  he  hand  deliver  that 

13 

to  you? 

14 

MR 

.  DOWLESS: 

No ,  sir. 

15 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

How  did  you--how  did  you 

16 

attach  your 

signature? 

17 

MR 

.  DOWLESS: 

We--1  believe  it  was  the 

18 

second  day  on  the  phone. 

he 

asked  me  did-- 

19 

MR 

.  BRANCH: 

Objection.  Mr.  Dowless,  do 

20 

not  reveal  the  contents 

of  your  conversations  with  Mr. 

21 

Roberts.  They  are  protected 

by  the  attorney-client 

22 

privilege . 

1  ' m  advising 

you 

not  to  reveal  that  to  this 

23 

Board . 

24 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

Are  you  his  client?  Are  you 

25 

his  attorney 

,  too,  his-- 
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1 

MR. 

BRANCH: 

Yes  . 

2 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

So  he's  representing- 

-to  make 

3 

sure ,  is 

there  any  other 

lawyers  1  need  to  be  aware 

of  that 

4 

he  has  an  attorney-client  relationship  with? 

5 

MR. 

BRANCH: 

Not  at  this  point. 

6 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Okay.  So  Steve  Roberts  and 

7 

Mr.  Branch  are  both  representing  you,  sir? 

8 

MR. 

BRANCH: 

And  Mr .  Knight . 

9 

MR. 

DOWLESS: 

And  Mr .  Knight . 

10 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

And  Mr.  Knight.  Any 

other 

11 

lawyers  ? 

12 

MR. 

DOWLESS: 

Attorney  Rob  Davis  in 

Bladen 

13 

County . 

14 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Rob  Davis?  Okay.  Anyone 

15 

else? 

16 

MR. 

DOWLESS: 

No ,  sir. 

17 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

All  right.  Probably 

y ou ' ve 

18 

got  more 

attorneys  that 

anybody  else  I've  met.  You 

must  be 

19 

pretty  important. 

20 

So 

at  some  point  after  you  filed  the  protest,  is 

21 

it  your 

belief--do  you  have  any  firsthand  knowledge 

that 

22 

someone 

provided — wrote 

in  names  on  ballots  in  Bladen 

23 

County, 

name 

Franklin  Graham.  Did  you  see  anyone  write  the 

24 

names  of 

Franklin  Graham 

on  any  ballots? 

25 


MR.  DOWLESS: 


No ,  sir. 


140 


1 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Do  you 

believe  that  occurred? 

2 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

That ' s 

not  my  decision  to 

3 

make  . 

4 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Do  you 

have  any  firsthand 

5 

knowledge 

that 

the  same 

individual , 

on  a  repeated  basis. 

6  more  than  once,  wrote  the  name  Franklin  Graham  on  any 

7  ballots  in  Bladen  County? 


8 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Mr.  Malcolm,  that's  not 

my 

9 

decision . 

You  know,  1 

can ' t-- 

1  can't--I  haven't  seen 

the 

10 

ballots . 

11 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Yes ,  sir . 

12 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

So  1  can ' t  say . 

13 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Yes ,  sir .  Well 

,  in  your 

--are 

14 

you  familiar 

with  your 

protest 

7 

15 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes ,  sir  . 

16 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

You're  familiar 

with  what  you 

17 

allege  in 

your  protest 

.  Do  you  know  Deborah 

Monroe  ? 

18 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Do  1  know  her? 

Yes ,  sir 

,  I 

19 

do  . 

20 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Can  you  tell  her--tell  us  what 

21 

you--your 

relationship 

9 

22 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

1  just--l  just 

know  her. 

not 

23 

on  a  personal 

base.  You  know. 

as  far  as  seeing  her,  yes. 

24 

1  do  know 

her 

25 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

You  say  in  your 

protest 

that 
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1  she  validated  at  least  67  mail  in  ballots.  Do  you  know  that 

2  to  be  true,  sir,  and  if  so,  how? 

3  MR.  DOWLESS:  That--the  67  ballots  is  where 

4  I've  got  information  back  from  the  attorneys  that  that 

5  happened.  And  it  come  out  in  the  paper,  you  know,  that  it 

6  happened  that  way.  But  as  far  as  me  actually  knowing  that 

7  she  done  it  67  times,  no,  1  don't. 

8  MR.  MALCOLM:  Do  you  know  whether  she  did 

9  it  one  time? 

10  MR.  DOWLESS:  No,  sir. 

11  MR.  MALCOLM:  You  state  in  your  protest  that 

12  in  further- -quo te ,  "In  further  shocking  evidence  of  this 

13  scheme,  the  Bladen  County  Improvement  Action  PAC  filed 

14  reports  with  the  North  Carolina  State  Board  of  Elections, 

15  admitting  they  paid  Ms.  Monroe." 

16  MR.  DOWLESS:  Well,  I  think  that-- 

17  MR.  MALCOLM:  How  do  you  know  that  to  be 

18  true? 

19  MR.  DOWLESS:  I  think  that  was  brought  up 

20  earlier  by  the  professor  and  the  other  lawyers,  that  that 

21  was  Get  Out  the  Vote,  GOTV. 

22  MR.  MALCOLM:  Yes,  sir.  But  I'm  asking  you. 

23  When  you  signed  this  protest,  how  did  you  know  that  to  be 

24  true,  because  you--you're  certifying  at  the  end  of  this  that 

25  everything  that  you  put  in  this  protest  is  true,  so  how  do 
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1 

you  know  that 

to  be  true?  H 

2 

to  be  true? 

3 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

4 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

5 

Improvement  PAG  filed  report 

6 

they  paid  her 

.  How  did  you 

7 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

8 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

9 

to? 

10 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

11 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

12 

finance  reports? 

13 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

14 

actually  get 

that,  but  someb 

15 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

16 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

17 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

18 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

19 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

20 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

21 

that,  who  gave  that  to  me. 

22 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

23 

clear ,  you ' re 

taking  the  Fif 

24 

copies  of  disclosure  reports 

ow  did  you  know  at  that  time  it 

That  they  paid  the  GOTV? 

That  supposedly  the  Bladen 
s  with  the  State  Board  admitting 
know  that  to  be  true? 

When  I  seen  the  report. 

Which  report  are  you  referring 

The-- 

Are  you  referring  to  campaign 

I've  seen  that,  yes.  1  didn't 
ody  else  had  it  and  1  seen  it. 

Someone  gave  that  to  you? 

Yes  . 

Who? 

Sir? 

Who  gave  that  to  you? 

I'd  rather  take  the  Fifth  on 

Okay.  So  to  make  sure  I'm 
th  as  it  relates  to  who  gave  you 


25 


MR.  DOWLESS: 


Yes  . 
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1  MR.  MALCOLM:  Any  disclosure  reports,  sir, 

2  or  just  the  disclosure  reports  related  to  the  Bladen  County 

3  Improvement  Association  PAC? 

4  MR.  DOWLESS:  1  just  seen  one  of  two  copies. 

5  There  was  two  pages  of  it,  is  all  1  saw.  Now,  the  rest  of 

6  it,  1  don't  know. 

7  MR.  MALCOLM:  Okay,  sir.  You  alleged  that 

8  there  was  a  scheme  that  was  taking  place  in  Bladen  County, 

9  correct?  That's  the  words  that  you  used?  "Blatant  scheme." 


10 

What  did  you 

mean  by  that? 

11 

MR. 

DOWLESS  : 

A  scheme? 

12 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Well,  you  used 

the  words. 

13 

"resulting  from  a"-- 

14 

MR. 

DOWLESS  : 

Are  you 

saying 

1  used  the 

15 

words  or  the 

attorney  that 

wrote  that 

up  used  the  words? 

16 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Well ,  it 

'  s  got 

your  signature 

17 

at  the  end  of 

it  . 

18 

MR. 

DOWLESS  : 

It's  got 

my  signature  on  it. 

19 

but  as  far  as 

writing  that 

personal — writing 

that  up,  1 

20 

didn't  do  that . 

21 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

And  you ' 

re  not 

making  that 

22 

assertion  today,  either. 

are  you? 

23 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

What? 

24 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

You ' re 

not  -- 

you  haven ' t 

25 

said--that ' s 

not--so  you 

didn ' t  write 

that , 

so  that ' s  not 

144 


1 

what  you 

said 

2 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

1  didn't.  1  didn't  write 

3 

that . 

4 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Yes ,  sir . 

5 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

The  attorney  did. 

The 

6 

attorney 

was 

the  one  drawing 

the  protest  up. 

7 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Yes ,  sir .  Is  the 

attorney 

8 

that  drew 

the 

protest  up 

today,  without  revealing  attorney- 

9 

client  relationship,  is 

he  here  today? 

10 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

No ,  sir. 

11 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Do  you  know  where 

he  is? 

12 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

No ,  sir,  I  don ' t . 

13 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Have  you  seen  him 

since  this 

14 

protest  was  entered? 

15 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

1  talked  to  him. 

16 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Do  you  know--have 

you  reviewed 

17 

in  great 

detail  the  financial 

disclosure  of  the 

Bladen 

18 

Improvement  Association 

PAC? 

19 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

No,  sir,  but  the  attorneys 

20 

have  . 

21 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Do  you  know  how  to 

retrieve 

22 

that  disclosure  report-- 

those 

disclosure  reports 

7 

23 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Do  1  know  how  to  retrieve 

24 

them? 

25 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Yes ,  sir . 

145 


1 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

No ,  sir. 

2 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

So  does  that--would  it  be 

3 

correct  to  say 

'  that  you ' ve 

never  retrieved  them  yourself? 

4 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

No ,  sir. 

5 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Do  you  believe,  as  you 

6  related--as  you  stated  in  your  protest  when  you  referenced 

7  Deborah  Monroe,  that  there's  some  connection  other  than  what 

8  you  have  explained  so  far  between  Deborah  Monroe  and  the 

9  Bladen  County  Improvement  Action  PAC? 


10 

MR 

.  DOWLESS: 

11 

that  again. 

12 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

13 

between  Deborah  Monroe- 

-do 

14 

MR 

.  DOWLESS: 

15 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

16 

Improvement  Association 

PAC 

17 

MR 

.  DOWLESS: 

18 

them . 

19 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

20 

president  of 

the  Bladen 

-- 

21 

MR 

.  DOWLESS: 

22 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

23 

MR 

.  DOWLESS: 

24 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

Run  that  again.  Go  through 

Can  you  explain  the  connection 
you  know  her? 

Yes,  sir,  I  do . 

--and  the  Bladen  County 

7 

I  know  that  she  works  for 

Do  you  know  who  is  the 

Mr.  Horace  Munn . 

Mr .  who  ? 

Horace  Munn . 

Horace  Munn.  So  you  believe 


25 


that  he's  the  president  of  this  organization? 
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1 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

I  think  so . 

2 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Okay.  At  some 

point,  you 

3 

heard  ec 

irlier 

at  the  beginning 

of  this  series 

of  questions 

4  after  the  break,  I  asked  Mr.  Branch  and  Mr.  Knight  to 

5  confirm  that  there  was  an  attachment,  an  addendum  to  your 

6  protest.  You  heard  me  ask  that  question,  did  you  not? 


7 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes ,  sir . 

8 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

And  specifically,  what  1  asked 

9 

Mr .  Knight  i s 

whether 

the  protest  had  been  supplemented  by 

10 

an  a f f idavi t . 

Do  you 

recall  that? 

11 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes ,  sir . 

12 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Do  you  know  which  affidavit 

13 

1  was  referring  to? 

14 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

No ,  s i r . 

15 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Do  you  know  Ms.  Register? 

16 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

1  know  of  her.  1  do  not 

17 

personally  know  her. 

18 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Heather  Register.  You  do  not 

19 

know  her? 

20 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

1  know--l  don't  personally 

21 

know  Ms.  Register. 

22 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Have  you  ever  spoken  with  her? 

23 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

No,  sir.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

24 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Do  you  know  someone  named 

25 


Matthew  Mathis? 
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1 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

2 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

3 

Caitlin  Croom 

7 

4 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

5 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

6 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

7 

very  well  kno 

w.  The  Josh  ge 

8 

said,  Matthew 

?  1  know  Caitl 

9 

campaign . 

10 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

11 

helped  you  on 

campaign  ? 

12 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

13 

Vote  cards,  a 

nd  like  the  pro 

14 

and  doing  the 

absentee  reque 

15 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

16 

that  you  did; 

is  that  right? 

17 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

18 

enterprise . 

1  said  personal 

19 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

20 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

21 

doing  the  request  forms. 

22 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

23 

forms,"  do  you  mean  absentee 

24 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

25 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

1  know 

of  him,  yes. 

sir. 

Do  you 

know  someone 

named 

I  know  Ms.  Caitlin  Groom. 
How  do  you  know  them,  sir? 
Ms.  Caitlin  Groom,  1  don't 
ntleman,  or  the  gentleman  you 
in  because  she  helped  me  on 

What  do  you  mean  by  that. 


Like 

the 

GOTV, 

Get 

Out  the 

fessor , 

an 

d  you 

said 

GOTV  vote. 

St  form 

on 

it . 

So  you  had  a  GOTV  enterprise 

No,  sir,  I  didn't  have  no  GOTV 
ly  for  me,  I  did,  for  myself. 

Yes ,  sir . 

No  enterprise.  1  just  had  her 

And  when  you  say  "request 
by  mail  request  forms-- 
Yes ,  sir . 

--from  the  Bladen  County  Board 
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1 

of  Elections  ? 

2 

MR. 

DOWLESS  : 

Yes ,  sir . 

3 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

And  when  you  sa 

y  " her , "  do  you 

4 

mean  Caitlin 

Groom? 

5 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Croom.  Yes,  si 

r  . 

6 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Did  you  pay  her 

for  that  work. 

7 

sir? 

8 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

GOTV.  Yes,  sir 

9 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

So  you  keep  say 

ing  GOTV.  Does 

10 

that  mean  you 

did  pay  her? 

11 

MR. 

DOWLESS  : 

Yeah,  but  Get  0 

ut  the  Vote. 

12 

Get  Out 

the  Vote. 

13 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

And  what  exactl 

y  was  it  that 

14 

she  got 

paid 

to  do ? 

15 

MR. 

DOWLESS  : 

To  get  request 

forms . 

16 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Request  forms . 

17 

MR. 

DOWLESS  : 

Yeah,  absentee 

request  forms. 

18 

and  ask 

the  V 

oter  did  they  need  assistance. 

Then  they  would 

19 

turn  the 

CD 

C 

est  forms  in  to 

the  Board  of  Ele 

ctions  . 

20 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Who  would?  Ms . 

Croom  or  the 

21 

voters  ? 

22 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Ms .  Croom .  The 

re ' s  nothing 

23 

wrong  that  I 

know  of  for  them 

turning  in  the 

request  forms . 

24 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

So  to  make  sure 

I'm  clear--l 

25 

want  to 

make 

sure  it's  clear . 
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1 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes ,  sir . 

2 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

So  Ms.  Croom  worked 

for  you . 

3 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes ,  sir . 

4 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

And  you  paid  her,  in  your 

5 

words,  GOTV  money. 

6 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Right . 

7 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

To  go  to  individual 

voters  to 

8 

help  them 

You  didn ' t 

say 

"help."  1  don't  mean 

to  put 

9 

words--to 

get 

them  to 

fill 

out  a  request  form  for 

an 

10 

absentee 

ballot . 

11 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

If  they  would  prefer  one. 

12 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Okay.  And  so,  would  she  be 

13 

paid  for 

every 

person  she 

got 

to  request  an  absentee  ballot' 

14 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

No.  No. 

15 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

How  did  you  pay  her? 

16 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

I  believe  that  they  got  so 

17 

many — you  know 

,  like  if 

they 

turned  in  15  or  20  a  week,  or 

18 

maybe  25 

request  forms. 

I 

would  pay  them  for  their  gas  and 

19 

the  use 

of  their  automobile. 

20 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

But  they  had  to--they  had  to 

21 

get  to  that  15 

or  20-- 

22 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

No,  sir.  No,  sir.  If  they 

23 

brought 

five  . 

It's  not 

a 

thing  of  whether  you  put  a  point 

24 

on  something. 

that  you ' ve 

got 

to  get  so  many. 

25 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Sure.  Who  else,  other 
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1  than--and  earlier  1  asked  you  whether  you  knew  a  gentleman 

2  named  Matthew  Mathis. 


3 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

4 

did  not  have 

him  working  fo 

5 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

6 

asked 

you  about  Ms.  Croom, 

7 

Do  you 

also  call  him  Josh? 

8 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

9 

report 

that-- 

1  can ' t  think 

10 

Baldwin,  or-- 

11 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

12 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

13 

to  it . 

14 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

15 

Josh? 

16 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

17 

Josh  . 

I  knew 

the  Matthew  a 

18 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

19 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

20 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

21 

Cr oom . 

22 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

23 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

24 

than-- 

and  I'm 

going  to--if 

1  know  Matthew  Mathis,  but  1 
r  me  . 

But  after  1  said  that  and 
you  referred  back  to  him  as  Josh. 

No,  no,  no.  That  was  in  the 
of  the  lady's  name--Linda 

Ms .  Baldwin . 

Ms.  Baldwin  had  referred  back 

So  do  you  know — do  you  know 

No,  sir.  1  don't  know  any 

nd-- 

Caitlin . 

Yes,  Caitlin. 

Matthew  Mathis  and  Caitlin 

Yeah . 

Okay.  So  who  else,  other 
it's  okay.  I'll  just  use  their 


25 


last  names . 


Who  other  than  Mathis  and  Groom  assisted  you 
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1 

in  your  GOTV 

effort,  sir? 

2 

MR. 

DOWLESS  : 

Assisted 

me  in  the  GOTV? 

3 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Yes ,  sir 

4 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

I ' d  have 

to  look  and  see.  I 

5 

can ' t--there 

ain't  but  three 

more  that 

helped . 

6 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Three  more? 

7 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yeah,  and  I--I'd  just  have  to 

8 

look  back  and 

see  . 

9 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

Just  a  quick  question.  Are 

10 

Caitlin  and  Matthew  in  any  way  related 

or  have  a 

11 

relationship. 

to  your  knowledge? 

12 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

I  don ' t  ■ 

understand . 

13 

MR. 

MALCOLM: : 

Are  they 

boyfriend  and 

14  girlfriend;  is  that  what  you're  asking? 

15  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Yeah,  something  like  that. 

16  Are  you  aware  of-- 

17  MR.  DOWLESS:  I  guess.  Now,  I'm  not  for 

18  sure . 

19  MR.  MALCOLM:  You  know  he's  got  to  be 

20  careful  saying  that,  don't  you? 

21  MR.  DOWLESS:  I'm  not  for  sure. 

22  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Well,  I--I'm  just  asking  if 

2  3  you  know . 

24  MR.  DOWLESS:  I'm  not  for  sure  whether  they 

25  are  or  not.  I  can't-- 
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1  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Okay.  That's  fine.  I'm  just 

2  curious  because  they  seem  to  be  sort  of  appearing  together 

3  at  different  stages. 

4  MR.  MALCOLM: :  Do  you--so  would  you  tell  Ms. 

5  Croom  who  to  go  talk  to,  to  get  them  to  fill  out  a  request 

6  form? 

7  MR.  DOWLESS:  No,  sir.  They  just  done  it 

8  in,  like,  a  precinct  area. 

9  MR.  MALCOLM:  So  you  would  break--you  broke 

10  down  Bladen  County  by  precincts,  and  you'd  have  them--you'd 

11  say,  "Go  work  Precinct  1  and  Precinct  3." 

12  MR.  DOWLESS:  Well,  actually,  they  stayed 

13  in  White's  Creek  or  Hollow  Township.  I'd  say,  "Hey,  go 

14  knock  on  doors." 

15  MR.  MALCOLM:  Yes,  sir.  And  so-- 

16  MR.  DOWLESS:  As  far  as  giving  them  a  name, 

17  no,  sir,  I  hadn't  done  that. 

18  MR.  MALCOLM:  Yes,  sir.  What  would  happen 

19  when  those--when  she  would  bring  those  request  forms  back 

20  to  you? 

21  MR.  DOWLESS:  What  do  you  mean?  Oh,  when 

22  she  would  bring  the  request  forms  back  to  me? 

23  MR.  MALCOLM:  Yes,  sir. 

24  MR.  DOWLESS:  What  I  would  do  when  she 

25  handed  them  to  me,  I  would  put  her  initials  up  in  the  top 
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1 

r ight-han 

d  corner  and  take 

in 

to  the  Board  of 

Elections  to 

2 

turn  in. 

and 

I'd  say,  "Caitie 

Croom  got  these 

r eque  s  t 

3 

forms . " 

4 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

So  would  you  put 

CC? 

5 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes ,  sir . 

6 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

In  the  top  left 

hand  corner . 

7 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

1  can ' t  remember 

if  it  was  the 

8 

top  left 

or  the  top  right. 

9 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Of  what  document 

7 

10 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

On  the  absentee 

request  form. 

11 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Okay.  And  what 

did  that 

12 

s  ymbol i ze 

to 

you?  I  mean. 

why  would  you  do  that? 

13 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

That  way,  if  you 

had  any 

14 

problems 

with 

that  particular 

request  form,  then  you  knew 

15 

exactly  w 

ho  t 

0  go  back  to. 

16 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

And  what  were  the  other--what 

17 

were  the 

othe 

r  initials  that 

you  put  on  the  other  forms? 

18 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

What  other  forms 

?  1  didn't 

19 

put  them 

on  b 

ut  the  request 

f 

orms  . 

20 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

You  said  there  were  three  more 

21 

individuals  doing  the  same 

th 

ing  . 

22 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yeah,  and  1  can ' 

t  remember . 

23 

One  of  them  was  Tanya  Gordon, 

1  think . 

24 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Tanya  Gordon? 

25 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

TG  . 
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1  MR.  MALCOLM:  TG? 

2  MR.  DOWLESS:  Yes. 

3  MR.  MALCOLM:  Okay.  And  what  else? 

4  MR.  DOWLESS:  Might  have  been  Kelly 


5 

Hendrrcks,  KH, 

and  I  thrnk 

6 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

7 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

8 

we  done  would 

be  initialed 

9 

right-hand  corner. 

10 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

11 

could  keep  track  of  it  in  c 

12 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

13 

we'd  go  to  the 

director . 

14 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

15 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

16 

Elections ,  Ms . 

Cynthia,  and 

17 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

18 

there  was  a  problem. 

19 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

20 

that  her-- 

21 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

22 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

23 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

24 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

25 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

that ' s  It . 

KH? 

Anyway,  the  request  forms  that 
in  the  left-hand  corner  or  the 

Okay.  And  that's  just  so  you 
ase  something  went  wrong  later. 
Well,  had  something  come  up. 

To  the  director.  Who's  that? 
Of  the  state--of  the  Board  of 
tell  her  there  was  a  problem. 

So  give  me  an  example  where 

With  the--Ms.  Baldwin.  Is 

Ms .  Baldwin . 

Ms .  Baldwin . 

There  was  a  problem  with  hers? 
Yes ,  sir . 

What  was  the  problem  with  Ms. 


155 


1  Baldwin ' s  ? 

2  MR.  DOWLESS:  They  had  got  four  requests. 

3  One  was  Ms.  Baldwin,  her  two  sons,  and  a  daughter.  Turned 

4  those  in.  Well,  the  daughter,  from  what  1  understand,  was 

5  not  even  registered  in  the  state  of  North  Carolina. 


6 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Yes ,  sir . 

7 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Two  sons  and  Ms.  Baldwin  got 

8 

a  ballot  sent 

to  them. 

from  my  understanding. 

9 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Yes ,  sir . 

10 

MR.  DOWLESS: 

And  Caitie  had  went 

there 

and 

11 

talked 

to  Ms .  Baldwin , 

to 

my  knowledge,  which  1  was 

not 

12 

there . 

And  after  they 

done  it,  she  give  him  the 

ballot 

and 

13 

he  took 

--and  he  called 

me 

and  he  says--now,  this 

i  s 

hearsay 

14 

1  was  not  there.  This 

i  s 

hearsay . 

15 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

Yes ,  sir . 

16 

MR.  DOWLESS: 

He  said,  "We  done  the 

17 

ballots 

18 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

When  you  say  "done. 

n 

you  mean 

19 

absentee  or  the  ballot? 

20 

MR.  DOWLESS: 

The  ballot,  he  says 

t 

"and 

we 

21 

signed 

our  name  to  it  as 

witness."  Hearsay  only. 

"And 

she 

22 

signed 

all  three  of  them. 

What  do  we  do  with  these 

23 

ballots 

?"  I  says,  "You 

take  them  back  to  her  and 

don  '  t 

put 

24 

your  hands  on  them." 

25 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

Yes ,  sir . 
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1 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

2 

tell  Ms .  Shaw, 

and  I  think  a 

3 

Cogdell  of  the 

Bladen  Improv 

4 

too,  with  Ms. 

Baldwin,  and  s 

5 

as  I  know,  that's  what  happe 

6 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

7 

pay  Mathis  and 

Groom? 

8 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

9 

Mathis  anythin 

g- 

10 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

11 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

12 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

13 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

14 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

15 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

16 

$20  per  day. 

It  was  $112. 

17 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

18 

1 ' m  sorry .  1 

misunderstood. 

19 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

20 

day . 

21 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

22 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

23 

receipts ,  I'd 

show  them  to  y 

24 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

25 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

So  the  next  day,  I  go  down  and 
fter  that  Ms.  Baldwin  and  Mr. 
ement  comes  into  the  office, 
he  wrote  the  statement.  As  far 
ned . 

Yes,  sir.  How  much  did  you 

1  didn't  pay--l  didn't  pay 


Zer 0  . 

Zer 0  . 

How  much  did  you  pay 

Croom? 

Caitie? 

Yes,  Caitie  Croom.  1 

' m  sorry 

It  was--averaged  out 

to  about 

Say  that--when  you  said  $20. 

Averaged  out  about  $20  per 

$20  per  day? 

Yeah.  In  fact,  if  1  had  the 
ou  . 

So  you  have  receipts? 

Yes,  sir,  1  do,  but  1  don't 
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1  have  them  with  me. 

2  MR.  MALCOLM:  So--and  those  receipts,  would 

3  those  receipts  have  been  written  from  Patriots  for  Progress. 

4  MR.  DOWLESS:  No,  sir.  No,  sir. 

5  MR.  MALCOLM:  Do  you  know  any  organization 

6  called  Patriots  for  Progress? 

7  MR.  DOWLESS:  Yes,  I  sure  do.  I  was  the  one 

8  that  formed  that  back  in  2014  and  resigned,  sent  in  a  letter 

9  to  the  state.  As  far  as  1  know,  the  state  has  it  at  this 

10  time.  It  was  supposed  to  be  sent  in  in  January  and  a 

11  Tabitha  Joyce  took  that  over. 


12 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

January  of  what  year? 

13 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

This  year . 

14 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

January  of  '16. 

15 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes  . 

16 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

And  you're  saying  Tabitha 

17 

Joyce  ? 

18 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes.  In  fact,  the  lady  that 

19 

had  took 

it  ir 

January, 

when  she  took  it,  she  was  killed  in 

20 

January . 

21 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

That's  unfortunate. 

22 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

And  there  was  a  time  in  there 

23 

that  they 

had 

to  get  stuff  redone  to  where  Tabitha  could 

24  take  over,  and  there  was  a  letter  sent  to  the  state  that  the 

25  lady  had  lost  her  life. 
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1 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Yes,  sir.  Earlier  you  said 

2 

you  paid,  as 

you  refer  to  as 

Caitie,  correct? 

3 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes  . 

4 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

You  call  her 

Caitie? 

5 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes  . 

6 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

You  said  you 

paid  her  for  her 

7  gas  and  for  her  vehicle,  and  you  just  said--l  want  to  make 

8  sure--you  said  you  paid  her--that  amounted  to  $20  a  day. 


9 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes  . 

As  far  as  1-- 

10 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

You 

never  paid  her  for  the 

11  number  of  absentee  requests  that  she  gathered. 

12  MR.  DOWLESS:  No,  sir.  1  don't  know  where 

13  that  come  from.  It  was  just  on  the  base  of  whatever  they 

14  brought.  If  they  brought  five,  if  they  brought  ten,  if  they 

15  brought  15,  they  got  the  same  thing.  There  was  no  base  put 

16  on  it. 

17  MR.  MALCOLM:  Yes,  sir.  So  what  would--and 

18  do  you  know  how  many  absentee  request  forms  were  brought  to 

19  you  in  total? 

20  MR.  DOWLESS:  From  Ms.  Caitie? 

21  MR.  MALCOLM:  Well,  from  Ms.  Caitie  or 

22  these--or  the  TG  or  the  KH,  in  total,  how  many  absentee 

23  request  forms  do  you  think  came  through? 

24  MR.  DOWLESS:  Probably  168,  1  would  say. 


25 


MR.  MALCOLM: 


168  absentee  request  forms 
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1 

came  through 

you  . 

2 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yep  . 

3 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

And  on  each  one  of  those,  you 

4 

would  put  initials  either 

on 

the  top  left  or  top  right-hand 

5 

corner  ? 

6 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

That  was  on  the  request  forms 

7 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

On  the  request  forms. 

8 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes ,  sir . 

9 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

And  that's  what  you--when  you 

10 

say  168,  you ' 

re  referring 

to 

the  request  forms. 

11 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes  . 

12 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Okay.  How  many  ballots  came 

13 

to  you,  sir? 

14 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

1  have  no  idea  how  many 

15 

ballots  are  on  there. 

16 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Do  you  think  it  was  more  than 

17 

a  dozen  or  more  than  100 

ballots  came  to  you? 

18 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

1  don't  know.  What  you  mean 

19 

"came  to  me"? 

20 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Well,  1  just  asked  you  how 

21 

many  ballots 

came  through 

that  process . 

22 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

No  ballots  come  to  me. 

23 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

You  never  saw  any  ballots? 

24 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

No  . 

25 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

At  all? 
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1 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Onliest 

ballot  1  saw  was  mine 

2 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Okay  . 

So  are  you  familiar 

3 

with  the  protest  or  the 

complaint  filed  by  Ms.  Baldwin? 

4 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes,  I 

am . 

5 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Have  you  read  that? 

6 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Briefly 

.  Briefly . 

7 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

So  to  you  how  does  that 

8 

Baldwin  compl i an t- - i s  it 

connected  to 

the  concerns  that  you 

9 

have  ? 

10 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

1  don  '  t 

quite  understand  what 

11 

you ' re  saying 

12 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

The  names  that  are  set  forth 

13  in  the  Baldwin  letter--is  it  in  any  way  related  to  the 

14  things  that  you  answered  my  questions  about  so  far? 

15  (Pause) 

16  MR.  MALCOLM:  In  that  letter  it  says  she 

17  answered  her  doorbell  on  the  24th  and  invited  a  gentleman 

18  named  Josh  to  come  in,  and  it  goes  on  to  talk  about 

19  requesting  and  a  absentee  ballot  form  and  some  other  things 

20  You're  familiar  with  that,  aren't  you? 


21 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

The 

absentee  request  form 

22 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Yes , 

sir. 

And  that ' s  the 

168 

23 

that  you  were 

referring  to. 

right , 

that 

you  saw  during 

this 

24  whole  process,  absentee  request  forms? 

25  MR.  DOWLESS:  1  would  say  that,  or  it 
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1  could've  been  less. 


2 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

So  one  of  your  workers  went 

3 

to  Ms.  Baldwin-- 

4 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Not  one  of  my  workers,  no. 

5 

sir .  You ' re 

stating  Josh. 

6 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Josh  is  the  one  that  went? 

7 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Sir,  I--1--1  don't  know  any 

8 

Josh  . 

9 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

At  all? 

10 

MR. 

DOWLESS  : 

No ,  sir,  I  don ' t . 

11 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Do  you  know  a  Josh  that  worked 

12 

for  the  Improvement  Committee 

on  the--that  Mr.  Joyner  is 

13 

representing? 

You  just  don ' t 

know  a  Josh  at  all  related  to 

14 

any  of  this? 

15 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Not  that  I  know  of,  no.  I 

16 

don ' t  know  a 

Josh  . 

17 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Do  you  know  Ms.  Johnson 

18 

Baldwin  directly? 

19 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

No,  sir.  In  fact  if  I'd  see 

20 

her  today,  I 

wouldn ' t  know 

who 

)  she  was . 

21 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Have  you  ever  spoken  with  her? 

22 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

No ,  sir. 

23 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

At  some  point--so  would  it-- 

24 

and  1  think  1 

know  the  answer 

to  this,  but  I'll  ask  it 

25 

anyway.  So  are  you  saying 

that  you  never — did  you  ever  see 
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1  an  envelope  that  purportedly  had  Ms.  Baldwin's  ballot  inside 

2  of  it? 


3 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

No ,  sir. 

4 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Did  you  ever  meet  with 

5 

investigators 

for  the  North 

Carolina  State  Board  of 

6 

Elections  ? 

7 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Did  1  meet  with  him? 

8 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Named  Fleming  or  Tutor? 

9 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

1  have  in  the  past  met  with 

10 

Mr  .  Tutor  . 

11 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

During  this-- 

12 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

No,  sir,  I  have  not.  1  have 

13 

not  met  with 

Ms .  Fleming  or- 

-in  person,  no,  sir,  1  have  not 

14 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Have  you  spoke  with  them  on 

15 

the  phone? 

16 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

1  spoke  to  br ie f 1 y- - i t  '  s 

17 

probably  been 

six  weeks  ago . 

18 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Did  they  ask  you  a  series  of 

19 

questions  ? 

20 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

1  can't  remember. 

21 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Do  you  remember  anything  from 

22  your  conversation  with  Ms.  Fleming  or  Mr.  Tutor  from  the 

23  State  Board  of  Elections? 

24  MR.  DOWLESS:  Oh,  1  told  them  that  I  knew 

25  Kate  and  1  would  try  to  get  up  with  her.  At  the  time  1 
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1  couldn't  get  up  with  her,  and  1  believe  1  did  tell  them  that 

2  1  had  made  Caitie  to  get  the  request  forms.  1  believe  I  did 

3  tell  them  that. 

4  MR.  MALCOLM:  Is  that  all  the  information 

5  you  provided  to  them? 


6 

MR. 

DOWLESS  : 

1  think  at  that  time,  yes. 

7 

sir. 

8 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Was  there  anything 

you  were 

9 

supposed 

to  follow  up  with 

them  on? 

10 

MR. 

DOWLESS  : 

1  told  them  that-- 

1  told  Mr . 

11 

Tutor 

that  I 

would  try 

to  get  back  with  him  and 

get  the 

12 

phone 

number 

for  Caitie 

,  and  1  got  the  phone  number  and 

13 

tried 

to 

call 

Caitie  and  couldn't  get  in  contact 

with  her . 

14 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Oh,  so  you  told  them  you  were 

15 

going 

to 

call 

Caitie? 

16 

MR. 

DOWLESS  : 

1  told  him--no,  1 

told  him  1 

17 

would 

try 

to 

get  in  contact 

with  her  to  call  Mr. 

Tutor  . 

18 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

So  you  were  going 

to  basically 

19 

pass  a 

message  to  call 

him . 

20 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes  . 

21 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Have  you  spoke  to 

Caitie?  So 

22 

you  didn't  get  up  with 

her 

then?  Did  you  speak 

to  her  at 

23 

all? 

24 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

No  . 

25 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

You  never  got  up  with  her? 
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1  MR.  DOWLESS:  No.  I  talked  to  her  one  time, 

2  and  she  said--l  believe  she  said  that  Ms.  Fleming  had  called 

3  her  or  something.  I--to  that  matter.  I  said,  "Tell  her  the 

4  truth . " 

5  MR.  MALCOLM:  1  think  this  is  about  my  final 

6  question.  So  is  it  your  testimony  that  as  it  relates  to  the 

7  November  8th  election  in  Bladen  County,  you  never  handled, 

8  filled  out,  or  saw  in  any  form  or  fashion  anyone's  ballot 

9  other  than  your  own. 


10 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Other  than  my  own. 

11 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Whether  you — you  never  like 

12  -let  me  make  sure  my  question's  clear.  You  never  saw  a 

13  container,  an  envelope,  or  a  package  that  may  have  had 

14  someone  else's  ballot  in  it,  to  your  knowledge? 


15 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

To  my 

knowledge ,  no . 

16 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Okay  . 

1  don ' t  have  any  more 

17  questions.  Thank  you,  sir. 

18  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Mr.  Nichols  or  Mr.  Branch,  do 

19  you  have--can  you  stay  up  there,  please.  Do  you  have  any 

20  questions  of  your  client? 

21  MR.  KNIGHT:  Not  that  it  matters,  but  it's 

22  Knight.  Not  Nichols,  it's  Knight.  But  1  don't  have  any 

23  questions,  no. 

24  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Sorry.  Okay.  Would  you  like 

25  to  ask  some  questions? 
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1  MR.  JOYNER:  Yes.  Could  you  pass  the-- 

2  (Pause) 

3  MR.  MALCOLM:  While  Professor  Joyner's 

4  getting  that,  earlier  in  your  testimony--who  was  it--who  was 

5  it  that  called  you  from  the  County  Board  of  Elections? 


6 

MR 

.  DOWLESS: 

That  called? 

7 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

Yeah . 

8 

MR 

.  DOWLESS: 

It  may--what  reference? 

9 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

Related  to  the  problems  with 

10 

the  ballots . 

Who  was 

it  that  called  you  from  the  Bladen 

11 

County  Board 

of  Elections  and  told  you  there  were  problems 

12 

Was  it  a 

board  member 

of  Ms  . 

Shaw  or  one  of  the  workers? 

13 

MR 

.  DOWLESS: 

Which  ones  are  you  talking 

14 

about?  1 

don't  know  which-- 

are  you  talking  about  with  Ms. 

15 

Baldwin  ? 

16 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

Uh-huh  (affirmative) . 

17 

MR 

.  DOWLESS: 

Ms  .  Cynthia . 

18 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

Ms  .  Cynthia ? 

19 

MR 

.  DOWLESS: 

Yes  . 

20 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

Were  there  other  occasions 

21 

where  other 

folks  that 

work 

at  the  Bladen  County  Board  of 

22 

Elections 

-- 

23 

MR 

.  DOWLESS: 

But  now  the  reason  why  she 

24  called  me,  because  it  had  the  cc  on  it. 


25 


MR.  MALCOLM: 


Yes ,  sir . 
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1 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

And  I  told 

them  when  I 

went 

2 

in  there,  I  said,  "Hey, 

this  i s  what  I  '  m 

putting  on  the 

3 

r eque  s  t 

form 

so  that  if 

there  is  a  problem,  you  know 

who  to 

4 

contact 

without  hearsay 

5 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

The  CC  that 

you're  referring 

6 

to ,  do 

you  mean  the  ini 

tials-- 

7 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

That ' s  when 

I  told  you 

i t  was 

8 

Caitie 

Groom . 

9 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

So  would  it 

be  correct 

for  me 

10 

to  say 

Ms .  Shaw  or  Ms . 

Cynthia  knew  that 

you  were  the 

ones 

11 

putting 

initi 

als  on  the 

absentee  request 

forms  ? 

12 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

That  they  knew  it? 

13 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Yes  . 

14 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes.  I  told  them  I  was 

doing 

15 

that  so 

if  there  was  a 

problem,  we  could 

find--get  to 

the 

16 

problem 

,  what 

was  happening. 

17 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Before  they 

processed  them. 

18 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes  . 

19  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Just  for  clarification,  every 

20  absentee  request  form  that  was  turned  in  had  somebody's 


21  ind 

-tial  on  it . 

22 

MR.  DOWLESS: 

Yes  . 

23 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

Okay, 

Professor. 

24 

MR.  JOYNER: 

Yes  . 

I  want  to  start  back 

25  with  your  protest  itself.  My  understanding  from  what  I 
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1  heard  you  say  was  that  the  document  that  has  been  provided 

2  to  the  Board,  very  detailed,  that  you  did  not  prepare  it; 

3  is  that  correct? 


4 

MR. 

DOWLESS 

Yes ,  sir . 

5 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

And  instead  that  this  was 

6 

prepared  by  someone  else. 

and  signed  your  name  to  it;  is 

7 

that  correct? 

8 

MR. 

DOWLESS 

That  was  my  attorney. 

9 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

Your  attorney.  And  that  would 

10 

have  been  Attorney  Roberts 

7 

11 

MR. 

DOWLESS 

Yes ,  sir . 

12 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

So  the  initial  SPR  at  the 

end 

13 

of  the  signature  box 

would 

represent  his  name;  is  that 

14 

correct  ? 

15 

MR. 

DOWLESS 

Yes  . 

16 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

All  right.  Now,  was  this 

17 

protest  notarized? 

18 

MR. 

DOWLESS 

1  have  no  idea . 

19 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

You  don't  know  if  it  was 

20 

notarized  or 

not  ? 

21 

MR. 

DOWLESS 

1  have  no  idea . 

22 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

And  finally  it's  your 

23 

testimony  that  as  to 

the  contents  of  this  protest,  that 

you 

24 

don't  have  firsthand 

knowledge  about  any  of  the  content; 

i  s 

25 

that  correct? 
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10 

11 

12 
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14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 


MR.  KNIGHT:  That  wasn't  what  he  testified 

to  . 

MR.  JOYNER:  Well,  he  can  answer. 

MR.  KNIGHT:  That  wasn't  what  he  testified 

to.  You  said  in  his  testimony  that  he  testified  that  he 
didn't  have  firsthand  knowledge,  and  that's  not  what  he 
testified  to. 


MR.  JOYNER:  Mr.  Chairman,  we  can  let  the 
attorney  testify  as  well,  but  1  was  asking  the  witness  the 
question . 


CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Excuse  me? 

MR.  JOYNER:  1  was  asking  the  witness  the 

question,  but  the  attorney  wants  to  testify  for  him. 
CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Oh.  I'm  sorry. 

MR.  BRANCH:  Can  you  restate  the  question 

maybe  ? 


CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Yeah. 

MR.  JOYNER:  The  question  is:  With  respect 

to  the  contents  in  your  protest,  is  it  correct  to  conclude 
that  you  don't  have  any  firsthand  knowledge  about  any  of 
the  details  that's  contained  in  it? 

MR.  DOWLESS:  I  have  some  knowledge  of  the 


details  in  that,  yes,  sir. 


MR.  JOYNER: 


Now,  what--you  have  firsthand 


25 


knowledge  ? 
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1  MR.  DOWLESS:  No,  sir.  I  did  not  say  that. 

2  MR.  JOYNER:  So  you  don't  have  any-- 

3  MR.  DOWLESS:  I  have  some  of  the  details 

4  about  it,  not  firsthand  knowledge  of  it. 

5  MR.  JOYNER:  Do  you  have  firsthand 

6  knowledge  about  any  of  the  contents  in  it? 

7  MR.  DOWLESS:  Are  you  defining  that  1-- 

8  define  that  for  me,  "firsthand  knowledge." 

9  MR.  JOYNER:  Did  you  see  it,  were  you 

10  there,  and  did  you  hear  the  person? 

11  MR.  DOWLESS:  Like  I  had  stated  back  when 

12  1  talked  to  Landon  Bordeaux  we  had  talked  over  that,  and 


13 

then 

we 

got-- 

Mr.  Steve  called  me. 

and  we  went  over  this. 

14 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

So 

you-- 

15 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

As 

far  as  firsthand  seeing  it 

16 

and 

the 

attorney  writing  it 

up,  no,  but  1  mean  he  went  over 

17 

this 

with  me . 

So  if  that ' s 

what 

you ' re-- 

18 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

So 

what  you're  testifying  to 

19 

here 

i  s 

based 

on  things  that 

you 

heard  someone  else  tell 

20 

you  . 

21 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Some  of  that  in  there  1  knew. 

22 

but 

you 

know. 

1  went  over  what  my 

lawyer — we  went  over  it. 

23 

my  attorney. 

24 

MR. 

BRANCH  : 

One 

question  for  the  Board. 

25  Mr.  Dowless  does  not  have  a  copy  of  the  protest  in  front  of 
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1  him.  The  copy  I  have  is  marked  up.  I  would  offer  it  to 

2  him,  but  1  don ' t  want  there  to  be  any  contention  that  1 

3  was-- 


4 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

Let's  get  him  one. 

5 

MR.  BRANCH: 

--coaching  him  on 

how 

to 

6 

testify . 

So  if  there ' s  a 

clean  copy,  that  might 

be 

helpful 

7 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY 

:  Mine's  marked  up. 

But 

we  can 

8  get  you  a  copy. 

9  JUDGE  BAKER:  This  is  a  lot  like  a  complaint 

10  filed  by  an  attorney  on  behalf  of  a  client,  isn't  it?  Are 

11  we  going  to  learn  a  lot  by  questioning  him  about  what  his 

12  attorney  drew  up?  I'm  just  trying  to  move  things  along. 

13  MR.  DOWLESS:  I  think  Mr.  Malcolm's  asked 

14  me  questions,  you  know.  I  think  I've  answered  them  to  the 

15  best  of  my  knowledge. 

16  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  If  you  would  like  a  copy, 

17  yeah,  okay,  you're  welcome  to  have  that. 

18  (Document  handed  to  Mr.  Dowless.) 

19  MR.  JOYNER:  Now  that  you  have  a  copy  of 

20  the  protest,  let  me  just  direct  your  attention  to  Paragraph 

21  4.  And  with  respect  to  Paragraph  4,  do  you  have  firsthand 

22  information  about  the  assertion  that's  made  in  that 

23  paragraph? 


24 

MR. 

BAKER: 

Which  assertions? 

25 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

All  of  them. 
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1  JUDGE  BAKER:  That  the  election  was  on 


2 

November  8? 

3 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

Is  that  the  only  one  that's 

4 

there  ? 

5 

JUDGE  BAKER: 

1  mean  you  said  all  of  them. 

6 

1  mean-- 

7 

MR. 

BRANCH : 

Can  you  identify  which  topic 

8 

you ' re  asking 

him  about 

7 

9 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

Do  you  have  Paragraph  4  in 

10 

front  of  you? 

11 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes  . 

12 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

With  respect  to  any  of  the 

13 

assertions  that's  made 

in  Paragraph  4,  do  you  have  firsthand 

14 

knowledge  about  any  of 

them? 

15 

MR. 

BRANCH : 

Ob j  ection . 

16 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

I've  told  them  that,  you  know. 

17  the  write-in  votes,  that  me  and  the  Republican  Chair  talked 

18  about  this  the  next  day. 

19  MR.  JOYNER:  So  you  do  have  firsthand 

20  knowledge  about  the  total-- 


21 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Just 

the-- 

22 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

--the 

total ? 

23 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Just 

the  total,  the 

total 

24 

vote  . 

25 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

Now , 

with  respect  to 

Paragraph 
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1  6,  do  you  have  personal  knowledge  that  the  voters  of  Bladen 

2  County  appears  to  be  victim  of  a  massive  scheme  to  run  an 

3  absentee  ballot  mill? 

4  MR.  DOWLESS:  Did  they  run  a  massive  scheme 

5  to  do  that? 

6  MR.  JOYNER:  Let  me  direct  your  attention 

7  to  the  Paragraph  6  . 


8 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

1  see  that,  sir. 

9 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

And  the  first  paragraph-- 

10 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

1  see  that  too. 

11 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

Now,  do  you  have 

fir  s  thand 

12 

knowledge 

to 

support  that 

assertion? 

13 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Where  it's  a  scheme  or 

14 

whatever , 

it  ' 

s  a  high  volume  of  write-in  votes 

is  what  I 

15 

quoted  at 

the 

very  start 

of  this  meeting  when  they  asked  me 

16 

to  testify. 

17 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

What  evidence  did 

you  have 

18 

that  this 

i  s 

an  absentee 

ballot  mill  involving 

hundreds  of 

19 

ballots  ? 

20 

MR. 

DOWLESS  : 

Do  what  now? 

21 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

What  evidence  do 

you  have  or 

22 

fir  s  thand 

knowledge  do  you  have  that  this  is  a 

ma  s  s i ve 

23 

scheme  to 

run 

an  absentee 

ballot  mill ? 

24 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

As  far  as  names. 

I  haven ' t 

25 

seen  a  ballot 

,  you  know. 

to  say--l  haven't  seen 

it . 
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1  JUDGE  BAKER:  Mr.  Chairman,  this  line  of 

2  questioning  really  makes  me  uneasy.  1  mean  in  a  courtroom 

3  you're  not  even  permitted  to  ask  a  client  about  the  content 

4  of  a  complaint.  1  mean  are  we  really  going  to  accomplish 

5  anything  by  this? 

6  And  you  certainly  know  that,  sir,  courtroom 

7  procedure.  You  don't  take  a  complaint  or  an  answer  and  you 

8  don't  go  line  by  line  in  asking  him  in  front  of  a  trier  of 

9  fact  and  there  are,  1  think,  procedural  reasons.  It's  not 

10  his  language;  it's  the  language  of  his  attorney. 

11  It  will  be  for  us  to  determine  whether  any  of 

12  these  allegations  are  true  or  not.  He  didn't  even  write 

13  this.  So  I'm  just  wondering,  is  this  a  good  use  of  time? 

14  I  really  don't  see  that.  It's  not  even  permitted  in  a 

15  courtroom.  And  as  a  law  professor,  you  certainly  know  that, 

16  sir. 

17  MR.  JOYNER:  Well,  I've  tried  any  number 

18  of  cases  . 

19  JUDGE  BAKER:  Yes,  sir,  and  you  know  that 

20  this  is  not  an  appropriate  line  of  questioning  in  a 

21  courtroom. 

22  MR.  JOYNER:  And  I  do  know  that  this  is  an 

23  appropriate  line  of  questioning  in  court. 

24  JUDGE  BAKER:  It  is? 


25 


MR.  JOYNER: 


It  is,  yes . 
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1  JUDGE  BAKER:  Not  in  a  courtroom  that  I'm 

2  used  to,  sir . 

3  MR.  JOYNER:  Well,  I've  never  been  in  your 

4  courtroom. 

5  JUDGE  BAKER:  You  would  take  a  complaint  in 

6  front  of  a  Plaintiff  and  ask  him  about  the  wording  of  their 

7  complaint? 

8  MR.  JOYNER:  Judge,  the  question  was,  is 

9  there  a  factual  basis  to  support  the  assertion  that  you 

10  made. 

11  JUDGE  BAKER:  Yes,  sir,  and  I'm  really  not 

12  trying  to  argue  with  you.  I'm  just  trying  to  move  this 

13  along.  We've  been  here  a  long  time  now,  and  it  will  be  up 

14  to  us  to  determine  if  any  of  these  allegations  are  right. 

15  I  know  what  he's  going  to  say.  You're  going  to 

16  ask  him  about  the  wording,  and  he's  going  to  stutter  around 

17  a  little  bit  about  the  words  that  his  attorney  used,  and 

18  then  we  will  go  to  the  next  one,  and  I  just  don't  know  that 

19  that's  an  effective  use  of  time  for  you  or  for  your  clients 

20  or  for  any  of  us. 

21  And  I  apologize  if  I'm  wrong  about  saying  that 

22  it's  not  appropriate  to  question  about  the  complaint  or  the 

23  answer  for  the  party  in  a  courtroom  in  front  of  the  trier 

24  of  fact.  I  don't  think  it  is,  and  I  don't  really  see  that 

25  this  is  an  appropriate  line  of  questioning.  I  just  really 
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1  want  to  try  to  move  this  along  if  we  can. 

2  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Do  you  think  you  could  wrap 

3  it  up  just  fairly  quickly  here? 

4  MR.  JOYNER:  Well,  Mr.  Chairman,  1  think 

5  it  is  always  an  appropriate  question  in  any  courtroom  to  ask 

6  a  witness  if  there  is  a  factual  basis  for  the  assertions 

7  that  they  are  making. 

8  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Okay,  then  ask  that  question 

9  and  let's  move  it  on. 

10  MR.  JOYNER:  Which  question  that  1  asked? 

11  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Ask  that  question,  and  then 

12  we're  going  to  move  on  to  the  next  item,  okay? 

13  MR.  JOYNER:  Now,  with  respect  to  Paragraph 

14  6,  is  there  a  factual  basis  for  the  assertions  that  you  have 


15 

made  in  that 

particular 

paragraph 

7 

16 

MR. 

DOWLESS  : 

Well,  they  got  us  here  with 

17 

the  forensic 

handwriting 

expert , 

you  know. 

her  testimony. 

18 

1  was  not  there  on  this. 

19 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

So 

you  don  '  t 

know  . 

20 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

You 

know,  1- 

-just  going  back. 

21 

1  won ' t  there 

.  1 ' ve  not 

seen  the 

ballots , 

and  I ' ve  said 

22 

that  several. 

several  times  now. 

23 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

Mr  . 

Malcolm 

has  already  asked 

24  you  about  Ms.  Deborah  Monroe  reference,  but  there's  another 

25  provision  there  dealing  with  Mary  Johnson  who  was  a  witness 
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1  for  74  ballots  and  received  $450;  Lola  Wooten,  a  witness  of 

2  58  ballots  and  received  $500;  Deborah  Cogdell,  a  witness  for 

3  45  ballots  and  received  $300;  and  Bridgette  Keaton,  a 

4  witness  for  16  ballots,  received  $630. 

5  Do  you  have  facts--did  you  have  facts  to  support 

6  this  allegation? 

7  MR.  DOWLESS:  Is  this  not  public  knowledge 

8  off  of  the  website,  and  1  believe  1  answered  Mr.  Malcolm 

9  that  1  didn't  firsthand  get  this.  Someone  else  got  it,  and 

10  1  took  the  Fifth  on  giving  the  name  who  give  it  to  me. 

11  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  I  think  you've  answered  it. 

12  Let's  move  on.  Professor. 

13  MR.  BRANCH:  I'm  going  to  interpose  a 

14  standing  objection  to  the  extent  that  Counsel  is  covering 

15  the  grounds  that  Mr.  Malcolm's  already  covered  with  the 

16  witness. 

17  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  All  right.  Noted. 

18  MR.  JOYNER:  I  just  have  a  few  more  quick 

1 9  questions  . 

20  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Let's  try  to  wrap  it  up.  Will 

21  Mr.  Hamilton  be  asking  questions? 

22  MR.  HAMILTON;  Not  so  far.  Your  Honor. 

23  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Well,  you  don't  have  to  "Your 

24  Honor"  me.  Okay,  I'm  going  to  assume  you  want  and  I'm  going 

25  to  give  you  a  couple  more  minutes,  and  then  we're  going  to 
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1  be  done  with  Mr.  Dowless,  okay? 

2  MR.  JOYNER:  I  want  to  ask  you  then,  Mr. 

3  Dowless,  if  in  the  prior  election,  if  you  were  endorsed  by 

4  the  Bladen  County  Improvement  Association-- 


5 

MR.  BRANCH: 

Objection  to  relevance. 

6 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

I'll  let  him  answer. 

7 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

Can  you  restate  the  question? 

8 

MR.  JOYNER: 

In  prior  elections  were  you 

9 

endorsed 

by  the  Bladen 

County 

Improvement  Association? 

10 

MR.  DOWLESS: 

They  put  me  on  their  ballot. 

11 

Yes , 

sir. 

they  had  had 

me  on 

their  ballots  in  2012,  but  I 

12 

give 

them 

no  money. 

13 

MS.  AMOROSO: 

What  did  you  run  for  in  2012, 

14 

sir? 

15 

MR.  DOWLESS: 

The  Soil  and  Water. 

16 

MS.  AMOROSO: 

Same  ? 

17 

MR.  DOWLESS: 

Yes.  Yes,  ma'am,  and  this 

18 

will 

be  my  second  term. 

19 

MR.  JOYNER: 

In  2016  were  you  endorsed  by 

20 

the 

Bladen  County  Improvement 

Association  PAC? 

21 

MR.  DOWLESS: 

No ,  sir. 

22 

MR.  JOYNER: 

And  in  fact  the  write-in  for 

23 

Franklin 

Graham  was  promoted 

by  the  Bladen  County 

24 

Improvement  Association 

PAC; 

is  that  correct? 

25 

MR.  DOWLESS: 

If  you  say  it  is.  Like  I 
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1  said,  I  have  not  seen  the  ballots.  You  know,  it  could  only 

2  be  100  Franklin  Grahams.  All  I'm  saying  the  reason  why  1 

3  brought  the  protest  and  me  and  the  Republican  Chair  sat  down 

4  because  of  the  high  volume  of  write-ins,  like  I've  stated 

5  from  the  first  time  1  walked  up. 

6  MR.  JOYNER:  And  this  is  j ust--because  it's 

7  been  a  while  since  I've  heard  this.  Your  information  is 

8  that  you  did  not  observe  any  ballots  and/or  certification 

9  forms  other  than  your  own;  is  that  correct? 


10 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

That ' s  correct . 

11 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY; 

All 

right,  if  we  can  limit 

12 

this  to 

one  more  question  because 

Mr.  Malcolm  has  a  couple 

13 

of  questions 

in  order  to  move  on  to  the  Respondent's 

14 

presentation . 

15 

MR. 

JOYNER: 

And 

you  got  me  at  a  great 

16 

time,  Mr 

.  Chairman,  because 

that  was  my  last  question. 

17 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY; 

Thank  you.  Professor.  Mr. 

18 

Malcolm . 

19 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Sir, 

a  couple  of  questions. 

20 

Did  you 

speak 

with  Matthew  Mathis 

after  speaking  with  the 

21 

investigators 

from  the  State 

Board 

of  Elections  ? 

22 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Did 

I  speak  with  him?  Yes, 

23 

and  he  came  to  me. 

24 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Came 

to  see  you? 

25 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes  . 

He  said  he  wanted  to 
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1  meet  me,  and  I  met  him  and-- 

2  MR.  MALCOLM:  Where'd  you  meet  him  at? 

3  MR.  DOWLESS:  Elizabethtown. 

4  MR.  MALCOLM:  Where  at,  though,  in 

5  particular? 

6  MR.  DOWLESS:  It  was  right  there  close  to 

7  Burger  King. 

8  MR.  MALCOLM:  Outside,  or  did  y'all  get  a 

9  Whopper? 

10  MR.  DOWLESS:  No,  no,  no.  I  had  pulled  my 

11  van  up,  and  they  got  in  the  van. 

12  MR.  MALCOLM:  Who's  they? 

13  MR.  DOWLESS:  Ms.  Caitie  and  Mr.  Mathis,  and 

14  we  was  talking,  and  1  believe  his  words  was,  "I'm  scared." 

15  1  said,  "Well,  Mr.  Mathis,  1  didn't  hire  you."  1  said,  "1 

16  hired  Caitie."  1  says,  "Now,  what  you've  done  on  your  own 

17  and  if  you've  done  something  wrong,  you  need  to  tell  the 

18  people."  That  was  my  exact  words  to  that  gentleman. 

19  1  said,  "If  you  have  done  something  wrong,  you 

20  need  to  tell  the  investigators." 


21 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

Do  you 

recall 

when  that  was? 

22 

MR 

.  DOWLESS: 

Maybe 

two  and 

half  weeks  ago 

23 

or  something 

like  that . 

I'm  just  saying  in 

a  round  about 

24 

area  there,  Mr.  Malcolm. 

25 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

Do  you 

recall 

if  it  was  during 
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1  the  week  or  on  the  weekend? 


2 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

It  was  on  a  Thursday  or  a 

3 

Friday,  1  believe. 

4 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Thursday  or  a  Friday. 

5 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Yes ,  sir . 

6 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Do  you  remember  what  time  of 

7 

day  it  was? 

8 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Probably  around  5:30,  6:00. 

9 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

You  were  just  getting  ready 

10 

to  turn  on  the  headlights. 

11 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

I'm  just  saying--I'm  just 

12 

saying  within 

that  time  frame. 

13 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Subsequent  to  that 

14 

conversation 

in  November  near 

Burger  King  for  which  Caitie 

15 

an  Matthew  Mathis  got  in  your 

van,  have  you  had  any  other 

16 

conversations 

with  either  one 

of  those  in  person,  on  the 

17 

phone,  in  an 

e-mail,  text,  or 

any  other  way? 

18 

MR. 

DOWLESS : 

Just  that  one  time  when  they 

19 

called  me . 

20 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Okay.  Thank  you. 

21 

JUDGE  BAKER: 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  a 

22 

question . 

23 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

Go  right  ahead.  Judge. 

24 

JUDGE  BAKER: 

Just  some  background 

25 

information , 

I  guess,  sir.  Are  you  the  Soil  and  Water 
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1  Conservation  officer? 

2  MR.  DOWLESS:  Yes. 

3  JUDGE  BAKER:  How  long  have  you  been  the 

4  Soil  and  Water  Conservation  officer? 

5  MR.  DOWLESS:  1  had  one  term.  I  was  elected 

6  in  2012. 

7  JUDGE  BAKER:  That  really  was  my  question. 

8  You  have  been  elected  one  time  before? 

9  MR.  DOWLESS: 

10  JUDGE  BAKER: 

11  a  write-in  candidate  in-- 

12  MR.  DOWLESS: 

13  JUDGE  BAKER: 

14  write-in  candidate  that  was  going  to  get  like  3,000  some 

15  votes  in  this  election? 

16  MR.  DOWLESS:  I'd  have  never  dreamed  that. 

17  JUDGE  BAKER:  Was  there  campaigning?  Was 

18  there  campaigning  by  Franklin  Graham? 

19  MR.  DOWLESS:  Sir,  if  Mr.  Franklin  Graham 

20  was  to  walk  up  today,  1  would  not  know  him. 

21  JUDGE  BAKER:  Did  you  see  any  signs,  "Vote 

22  Franklin  Graham,  Soil  and  Water  Conservation  person"? 

23  MR.  DOWLESS:  No,  sir,  I  didn't  see  any 

24  signs  or  anything  like  that. 

25  JUDGE  BAKER:  Publicity  or  anything  like 


Yes ,  sir . 

Out  of  curiosity,  was  there 

No ,  sir. 

Did  you  know  there  was  a 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 


that  ? 


CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  E-mails? 

MR.  DOWLESS:  1  knew  that--the  past,  you 

know,  from  what  I've  seen,  you  know,  it  was  the  GOTV,  get 
out  to  Vote,  and,  you  know,  like  1  said,  1  have  not  seen  the 
ballots.  1  couldn't  tell  you-- 

JUDGE  BAKER:  No,  1  was  just  wondered  really 

if  it  was  a  surprise  or  not  that-- 

MR .  DOWLESS:  Yes,  it  was  a  surprise  to  get 

that  many  write-in  votes. 

JUDGE  BAKER:  But  you  knew  he  was  a 

candidate  or  that  there  was  a  person  being  pushed  by  a 
group . 


MR.  DOWLESS:  1  had  heard  that. 

JUDGE  BAKER:  All  right,  sir. 

MR.  DOWLESS:  1  had  heard  that. 

JUDGE  BAKER:  Okay,  the  surprise  then  was 

not  that  there  was  somebody  named  Franklin  Graham  that  was 
showing  up  as  getting  write-in  votes.  The  surprise  to  you 
was  that  there  was  that  number. 

MR.  DOWLESS:  That  number  of  3,700  write-in 


votes . 


JUDGE  BAKER:  All  right.  Thank  you.  1  just 

didn't  understand  if  there  was  a  big  election  by  any  means 
or  signs  up  campaigning  or-- 


25 
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1  MR.  DOWLESS:  No. 

2  JUDGE  BAKER:  Thank  you,  sir. 

3  DR.  KRICKER:  I  just  have  one  question.  You 

4  mentioned  that  some  guy  called  you  and  advised  you  that  the 

5  Baldwins  had  voted  three  ballots  and  asked  you  what  to  do? 

6  1  was  just  wondering  who  called  you. 


7 

MR 

DOWLESS : 

That  was  Caitie  and  Matthew. 

8 

DR 

KRICKER: 

That  was  Caitie  and  Matthew. 

9 

MR 

DOWLESS : 

Yes,  ma'am.  Yes,  ma'am. 

10 

DR 

KRICKER: 

Okay.  Thank  you. 

11 

MS 

AMOROSO : 

Mr.  Dowless,  have  you  held 

12 

elected  office  prior  to  2012 

7 

13 

MR 

DOWLESS : 

No ,  ma ' am . 

14 

MS 

AMOROSO : 

So  that  was  your  first  time? 

15 

MR 

DOWLESS : 

Yes ,  ma ' am . 

16 

DR 

KRICKER: 

Oh,  I'm  sorry.  I  had  one 

17 

more .  I  was 

just  wondering. 

why  did  they  call  you,  Caitie 

18 

and  Matthew? 

19 

MR 

DOWLESS : 

Well,  I  had  told  Caitie  I  put 

20  the  CC  up,  like  1  explained,  on  the  request  form.  If  the 

21  person  asked  them--when  they  done  their  request,  if  they 

22  asked  them  for  assistance,  don't  press  yourself  on  them. 

23  You  ask  them  if  they  tell  you  they  want  you  to  come  back, 

24  you  go  back.  You  don't  touch  the  ballot.  You  don't 

25  especially  take  a  ballot. 
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1  But  what  they  had  told  me--again,  this  is  hearsay, 

2  what  1  told  you  before,  Mr.  Malcolm,  when  1  started.  They 

3  had  called  me  and  said  that  the  lady  had  signed  all  three 

4  of  the  ballots,  and  they  witnessed  it.  She  gave  them  the 

5  ballot.  He  got  the  ballots  and  called  me  and  asked  me. 

6  1  said,  "You  take  the  ballots  back  to  the  people 

7  and  you  don't  bother  it."  Then  1  go  to  Ms.  Cynthia  Shaw, 

8  Mr.  Cogdell,  and  Mr.  Baldwin  at  the  Bladen  Improvement, 

9  Cogdell,  that's  the  county  Commissioner,  when  in  and  give 

10  the  statement.  That's  where  the  Josh  came  from.  And  I 

11  don't  know  any  Josh.  That's  the  statement  that  Mr.  Baldwin 

12  got . 

13  MS.  AMOROSO:  I  have  one  more  question. 

14  Just  clarify  for  me.  In  the  Soil  and  Water  race,  it's 

15  nonpartisan  and  there  were  no  Republicans  running;  is  that 

16  correct? 

17  MR.  DOWLESS:  I  was  nonpartisan  on  that 

18  race,  as  unaffiliated.  I  had  changed  my  affiliation  to 

19  unaffiliated,  and  here  last  Wednesday  I  changed  my 

20  affiliation  to  Republican.  But  as  in  the  race  itself  I  was 

21  unaffiliated. 

22  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  Thank  you.  Do  y'all  have  any 

23  more  evidence  to  put  on? 

24  MR.  KNIGHT:  Mr.  Chair,  we  have  no  more 

25  witnesses,  and  basically  in  the  sense  of  time,  based  upon 
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1  what  we've  heard  today,  we  ask  on  behalf  of  my  clients  that 

2  the  absentee  ballots  that  1  believe  here  are  from  Bladen 

3  County  be  admitted  into  evidence  or  at  least  admitted  onto 

4  the  record  so  that  the  Board  can  examine  them  at  such  time 

5  as  they  deem  appropriate,  and  with  the  absentee  envelopes, 

6  be  admitted  into  the  record.  And  with  that,  we  have  no  more 

7  evidence . 

8  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Thank  you.  All  right,  care 

9  to  start.  Professor? 

10  MR.  JOYNER:  Yes,  Mr.  Chairman.  Can  we 

11  have  a  three-minute  break? 

12  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Sure. 

13  (Whereupon,  a  brief  recess  was  taken 

14  from  5:27  p.m.  to  5:36  p.m.) 

15  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Professor,  have  at  it,  sir. 

16  MR.  JOYNER:  Yes,  Mr.  Chairman.  We  would 

17  move  at  this  point--we  would  move  at  this  time  this  protest 

18  be  dismissed  pursuant  to  1 6 3 - 1 8 2 . 1 0 ( d ) (2) (b)  in  that  the 

19  protest  does  not - the  protester  does  not  present 

20  substantial  evidence  of  a  violation  of  the  election  law  or 

21  other  irregularity  or  conduct,  and  specifically  the 

22  allegations  that  have  been  made  in  Paragraph  7  of  its 
2  3  complaint . 

24  And  that  the  results  of  this  would  not  cast  any 

25  doubt  on  the  results  of  this  particular  election.  That  if 
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1  you  kind  of  drop  all  of  the  votes  that  is  alleged  to  be 

2  involved  here,  that  it  would  have  no  impact  on  the  outcome 

3  of  the  election  that  is  at  issue  here  nor  any  other  election 

4  that  may  be--that  was  on  the  ballot. 

5  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Mr.  Hamilton. 

6  MR.  HAMILTON;  Yes. 

7  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Do  you  care  to  add  to  that  or 

8  present  any  evidence  or  will  you  stand  with  the  Professor? 

9  MR.  HAMILTON;  1  agree  with  the--l  would 

10  support  the  Professor's  motion.  1  certainly  think  it's  well 

11  founded.  We  don't  intend  to  present  any  evidence.  1  would 

12  like  to  address  the  Board  briefly-- 

13  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Absolutely. 

14  MR.  HAMILTON;  --in  summation  at  the 

15  conclusion,  but  we  don't  intend  to  present  any  evidence. 

16  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Well,  okay.  Then  we  had 

17  agreed  to  a  rebuttal,  right?  So  why  don't  we  just  grab  some 

18  final  remarks  from  each  of  the  three,  and  even  though  I'm 

19  allocating  ten  minutes,  please  don't  feel  obligated  to  use 

20  them  all.  We've  heard  a  lot,  and  we  appreciate  the  good 

21  work  of  each  of  the  counsel  here.  So  I  will  start  with  Mr. 

22  Knight  or-- 

23  MR.  KNIGHT:  In  fairness  to  counsel  for  the 

24  PAC,  I  had  just  asked  him  prior  to  the  Board  gaveling  back 

25  in  whether  they  intended  to  ask  testimony  from  witnesses. 
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1  and  I'm  not  sure  if  he  was  indicating  to  the  Board  whether 

2  or  not  he  was  not  going  to  call  witnesses  or  whether  he  was 

3  just  going  to  stand  on  his  motion.  So  can  you-- 

4  MR.  JOYNER:  We're  going  to  stand  on  our 

5  motion,  and  at  this  point  our  determination  is  not  to 

6  present  witnesses,  but  the  motion  is  at  the  conclusion  of 

7  the  protester's  evidence  and  that  is  to  dismiss  for  their 

8  failure  to  satisfy  any  burden  or  produce  any  evidence  that 

9  would  evidence  a  violation  of  any  statute. 

10  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Thank  you.  Help  yourselves, 

1 1  gentlemen . 

12  REBUTTAL  BY  MR.  BRANCH: 

13  MR.  BRANCH:  Thank  you,  members  of  the 

14  Board.  Again,  my  name  is  John  Branch,  here  on  behalf  of  the 

15  protester  and  the  McCrory  committee.  In  summation,  in 

16  hearing  the  motion  from  Mr.  Joyner  which  argues  that  there 

17  is  no  substantial  evidence  supporting  the  protest,  and  the 

18  protest  here--I  think  we  need  some  clarity  with  regard  to 

19  exactly  what  the  issues  are  with  respect  to  the  ballots  that 

20  are  subject  to  this  protest. 

21  The  issues  are  that  there  are  signatures  that 

22  there  is  an  expert  report  and  expert  testimony  in  the  record 

23  that  match  on  a  number  of  absent--mail-in  absentee  ballots 

24  for  the  identification  of  the  candidate  for  the  Soil  and 

25  Water  Conservation  position  as  well  as  similar  signatures 
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1  on  the  absentee  ballots  themselves  that  may  match  the  same 

2  handwriting  on  the  listed  name,  Mr.  Graham,  as  the  candidate 

3  for  Soil  and  Water  Conservation  supervisor. 

4  Now  ,  Mr.  Joyner's  motion  raised  an  interesting 

5  point  which  is  what  is  the  burden  here  on  the  protester? 

6  Is  the  burden  fully  on  the  protester  in  order  to  prove  every 

7  indicia  of  fraud  that  is  raised  in  the  complaint?  Our 

8  position  is  no.  Our  position  is  not  that  we  can  go  through 

9  and  look  at--as  the  protester,  look  at  every  ballot  at  issue 

10  and  identify  for  finality  whether  or  not  each  specific 

11  ballot  has  been  fraudulently  cast. 

12  What  we  are  asking,  however,  is  that  the  Board 

13  do  that.  We  can't  see  the  original  ballots.  We  can't  see 

14  the  names.  We  can't  hide  the  names  to  the  ballots.  The 

15  Board  can.  And  that  evidence  is  in  front  of  the  Board  in 

16  terms  of  the  documents  that  have  been  brought  over  from 

17  Bladen  County,  the  original  absentee  ballots.  The  original 

18  absentee  ballot  envelopes,  and  I  would  imagine  that  the 

19  Board  has  some  additional  information  in  the  form  of  the 

20  investigation  that's  being  conducted  into  this  matter. 

21  And  so  1  understand  Mr.  Joyner's  position  with 

22  regard  to  saying,  well,  the  protester,  an  individual 

23  candidate  in  a  campaign,  have  not  met  and  proved  with,  you 

24  know,  well,  100  percent  certainty  that  fraud  occurred. 

25  The  challenge  here  is  that  the  Board  has  the 
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1  cards,  and  what  we're  asking  is  for  the  Board  to  look  at  the 

2  evidence  and  on  a  ballot-by-ballot  basis  determine  whether 

3  or  not  fraud  did  occur. 

4  We  think  there  is  an  indication  of  fraud  that 

5  rises  to  the  level  that  makes  that  analysis  and  that  word 

6  appropriate  here.  Now,  in  entertaining  that  analysis,  I 

7  think  it's  important  to  go  back  and  look  at  the  statute  and 

8  what  the  statute  requires  with  regard  to  assistance  on 

9  absentee  ballots. 

10  And  there  are  actually  two  statutes  that  are  at 

11  issue  here  because  there's  the  163-226. 3(a)  (1)  which  is  the 

12  statute  in  the  absentee  ballot  article  describing 

13  circumstances  which  rise  to  felonies,  and  that's  an 

14  important  point  for  this  Board  because  the  legislature  saw 

15  fit  to  codify  into  law  that  a  failure  to  comply  with  certain 

16  election  rules  rises  to  the  level  of  a  felony. 

17  There  is  heightened  importance  attached  to 

18  compliance  with  these  rules,  heightened  importance.  The 

19  rule  here  is,  quote,  "It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person 

20  except  the  voter's  near  relative  or  the  voter's  verifiable 

21  legal  guardian  to  assist  the  voter  to  vote  an  absentee 

22  ballot." 

23  An  argument  was  raised  in  opening,  well,  what  does 

24  "assist  the  voter  to  vote  an  absentee  ballot"  mean.  Is 

25  writing  in  the  name  of  the  Soil  and  Water  Conservation 
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1  candidate  but  not  actually  bubbling  in  the  vote--does  that 

2  constitute  assistance  in  violation  of  this  statute? 

3  The  testimony  from  the  Bladen  County  Board  of 

4  Elections  member  in  front  of  you  today  was  this:  That  that 

5  ballot  is  not  voted  in  Bladen  County  without - for  write-in 

6  candidates  without  both  the  bubble  and  the  name.  And  so  you 

7  have  to  have  both  of  those  elements  in  order  for  the  ballot 

8  to  get  voted. 

9  If  the  ballot  only  has  the  bubble,  it  is  not 

10  counted  for  that  candidate.  So  you  have  to  have  both 

11  elements.  So  because  in  order  for  the  ballot  to  get 

12  counted,  you  have  to  have  the  name  and  the  bubble,  the  fact 

13  that  the  names  were  filled  in  absolutely  qualifies  as 

14  assisting  in  filling  out  a  ballot  in  violation  of  163- 

15  226.3 (a)  (1)  . 

16  I'd  also  point  the  Board-- 

17  JUDGE  BAKER:  I'm  sorry.  May  1  ask  a 

18  question? 

19  MR.  BRANCH:  Yeah.  Certainly. 

20  JUDGE  BAKER:  This  came  up  earlier,  and  1 

21  apologize  for  my  confusion  earlier.  Is  it  your — are  you 

22  saying  that  for  a  write-in  ballot  to  be  counted,  not  only 

23  there  has  to  be  the  name  written  in,  but  also  a  marking 

24  indicating  that? 

25  MR.  BRANCH:  That  is  correct. 
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1  JUDGE  BAKER:  How  about  163-182.1  talking 

2  about  the  principles  in  counting  official  ballots,  talking 

3  about  write-in  votes,  "shall  be  counted  in  general  elections 

4  if  all  of  the  following  are  true,  (a)  it's  written  by  the 

5  voter  or  by  a  person  authorized  to  assist  the  voter,  (b)  the 

6  write-in  vote  is  not  cast  for  a  candidate  who's  failed  to 

7  quality,  or  (c)  the  voter's  choice  can  clearly  be 

8  determined."  Why  do  you  not  count  it  if  it  can  be  clearly 

9  determined? 

10  MR.  BRANCH:  1  believe  there  is  case  law, 

11  and  if  you  can  give  me  one  moment. 

12  (Pause) 

13  MR.  BRANCH:  And  1  don't  have  copies  of 

14  this  unfortunately,  but-- 

15  JUDGE  BAKER:  Is  it  a  case  decision? 

16  Because  1  don't  know  of  a  case  decision.  1  am  just  going 

17  by  the  statute.  Even  in  the  administrative  code  it  says, 

18  "If  a  voter  has  done  anything  to  a  ballot  other  than  mark 

19  it  properly  with  a  pen  and  pencil,  it  shall  be  counted, 

20  unless  such  action  by  the  voter  makes  it  impossible  to 

21  determine  the  voter's  choice." 

22  Obviously  the  voter  wrote  a  name  in;  it's  the 

23  voter's  choice. 

24  MR.  BRANCH:  And  one  of  the  reasons  1  am 

25  making  the  argument  is  not  just  because  of  the  testimony 
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1  from  here,  but  I'm  looking  at  a  case.  In  re:  Protest  of 

2  Rocky  Midget,  2  November  1993.  It's  117  NC  App  213,  and  the 

3  case  dealt  with  whether  36  ballots  that  had  no  name  written 

4  on  them  should  have  been  counted  for  a  write-in  candidate. 

5  So  they  punched  the  write-in  without  filling  out 

6  the  name,  and  the  county  board  counted  the  votes  for  the 

7  write-in  candidate,  and  the  Court  of  Appeals  overturned 

8  that. 

9  And  then  secondly,  there  were  votes  that  were 

10  counted  as  well,  and  it  went  through  a  number  of  other  votes 

11  where  there  were  different  iterations  of  the  write-in 

12  candidates  name,  R.  Midget,  Midget,  Rocky,  things  like  that, 

13  and  the  language  of  the  opinion  indicated  that  those  ballots 

14  were  both--they  both  had  the  different  iterations  of  the 

15  name  and  they  had  been  punched. 

16  And  so  there  were  both  elements  of  that,  and  my 

17  understanding  from  the  election  o f f i ci al s - - f r om  the 

18  testimony  today,  and  my  experience,  is  that  you  have  to  have 

19  both  the  name  and  actually  filling  in,  circling,  or  marking 

20  the  bubble  next  to  the  name  in  order  for  it  to  be  counted. 

21  I  don't  think  just  writing  in  the  name  is  sufficient. 

22  JUDGE  BAKER:  So  the  decision  really  then 

23  is  case  law  rather  than  statute,  because  I  can't--after  we 

24  started  talking  about  it,  I  started  looking,  and  I  can't 

25  find  the  statute.  So  it's  a  case  law  decision. 
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1  MR.  BRANCH:  That's  the  basis  for  what-- 

2  JUDGE  BAKER:  Thank  you.  That  answers  my 

3  question. 

4  MR.  LAWSON:  The  case  is  1993,  and  the 

5  statute  was  written  first  in  2001,  and  subsequent  to  that, 

6  it  was  our  administrative  code  thereafter,  so  it's  a  pre- 

7  dating  case.  It  pre-dates  the  statute. 


8 

JUDGE  BAKER: 

Oh.  So,  well. 

is  it 

still  up 

9 

in  the  air  then? 

10 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

Well,  I'll  tell 

you  what. 

the 

11 

training--the  training 

that  I've  been  through 

over 

the 

years 

12 

agrees  with  what  you're 

saying,  involved  the 

oval , 

as  1 

call 

13 

it.  The  oval  has  to  be 

(unintelligible)  for 

the  board 

to 

14 

determine-- 

15 

JUDGE  BAKER: 

I'm  sorry  to  delay. 

Thank 

16 

you  . 

17 

MR.  BRANCH: 

No  problem. 

18 

MR.  LAWSON: 

1  waited--potentially 

direct 

19 

your  question  to  Ms.  Strach  because  there  is- 

-the  fact 

that 

20 

that  is  the  practice  in 

some  counties  has  not 

been 

21 

consistent  with  our  legal  interpretation. 

22 

We  are  bound 

to  conduct  an  analysis 

of  voter 

23 

intent  even  when  inappropriately  marked,  just 

like 

the 

24 

statute  says  and  just  like  repeated  different 

words 

in 

our 

25 


code  . 
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JUDGE  BAKER:  So  it  is  kind  of  up  in  the  air 

then.  Apparently  different  counties  do  different  things, 
maybe  ? 

DIRECTOR  STRACH:  I  would  hope  not.  We--our 

instruction  is  they  have  to  look  at  voter  intent,  and  if 
they  can't  determine  voter  intent,  they  should  count  the 
ballot . 


JUDGE  BAKER:  Even  if  it's  not  an  oval 

marked  in  and  the  names  written  in? 


DIRECTOR  STRACH: 
JUDGE  BAKER: 
CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 
State  manual . 


Even  if  there's  not  an  oval. 
Okay.  Thank  you. 

It  was  clear  in  the  Washington 


MR.  BRANCH:  But  I  think  the  distinction 

with  the  matter  we  have  here  though  is  by  the  indications 
being  that  the  name  on  the  Soil  and  Water  Conservation 
write-in  can  be  filled  in  not  by  the  voter  but  by  somebody 
else.  That  does  not  rise  to  the  level  of  being  an 
indication  of  the  voter's  intent.  So  that,  I  think, 
distinguishes  this  matter  from  the  case  law. 

So  backing  up  a  little  bit,  the  framework  we  have 
here  makes  it  a  felony  for  someone  to  inappropriately  assist 
the  voter  with  regard  to  filling  out  the  absentee  ballot. 

And  we've  got--the  situation  we  have  here  is  there  are 
similar  names  that  were--or  excuse  me,  what  appears  to  be 
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1  the  same  people  filled  out  the  Soil  and  Water  Conservation 

2  candidate  names  that  may  have  been  witnesses  as  well,  and 

3  in  addition  if  there  was  assistance  rendered  the  application 

4  in  the  absentee  ballot  return  envelopes  did  not  reflect  that 

5  someone  assisted  the  voters  with  the  ballots. 

6  Now,  we  believe  that  this  rises  to  the  level 

7  to--such  that  the  Board  should  look  on  a  ballot-by-ballot 

8  basis  and  determine  whether  or  not  for  each  absentee  ballot 

9  for  which  was--had  the  write-in  vote  for  Mr.  Graham,  the 

10  Soil  and  Water  Conservation  in  Bladen  County,  the  Board 

11  should  determine  whether  or  not  those  votes  were  lawfully 

12  cast . 

13  Now,  I  think  the  challenge  next  comes  is  for  those 

14  votes  that  the  Board  determines  are  not  lawfully  cast  or 

15  there  were  problems  in  casting  them,  what  is  the  remedy? 

16  What  happens  next? 

17  And  1  will  concede  that  it  is  not  a  very  clear 

18  question  under  the  statutes,  but  what  1  have  a--what  1  think 

19  is  challenging  here  is  if  the  Board  finds  that  there  is 

20  substantial  evidence  of  fraud  in  connection  with  the  casting 

21  of  certain  ballots,  I'm  not  sure  that  there  is  a  way  for  the 

22  Board  to  bifurcate  that  fraud  out  and  somehow  take  the 

23  position  that,  well,  you  know,  the  Soil  and  Water 

24  Conservation  piece  may  have  been  fraudulently  written  in 

25  there,  but  we're  going  to  count  the  rest  of  the  ballot. 
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1  Our  expert  testified  today  that  there  is  no 

2  forensic  way  to  try  and  go  in  and  identify  whether  the  same 

3  person  bubbled  in  all  of  the  different  bubbles  on  a  ballot. 

4  You're  not  able  to  do  so. 

5  And  so  for  the  ballots  that  this  Board  does  the 

6  analysis,  which  we  certainly  hope  it  will,  and  if  it  finds 

7  that  many  of  these  ballots  have  been  improperly  or 

8  fraudulently  cast,  which  we  think  will  happen,  that 

9  f raud--there ' s  no  evidence  from  which  the  Board  can  say, 

10  well,  wait  a  second;  that  fraud  doesn't  apply  to  the 

11  entirety  of  the  ballot. 

12  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  One  minute. 

13  MR.  BRANCH:  So  that  is  why  the  remedy  that 

14  we're  asking  for  today  is  that  to  the  extent  that  the  Board 

15  makes  this  finding  of  fraud  with  respect  to  the  casting  of 

16  the  ballots,  those  ballots  should  not  be  counted. 

17  Now,  I'm  aware  of  the  last  issue  with  regard  to 

18  there's  some  due  process  concerns  in  not  counting  those 

19  ballots.  I  think--I  have  done  a  little  bit  of  research  on 

20  it.  I  can't  represent  to  the  Board  that  it's  exhaustive. 

21  I  do  question  exactly  what  process  is  needed,  but  I  do 

22  understand  there  is  an  increased  time  line  on  this. 

23  But  I  do  think  that  it's  very  fundamental  that 

24  there's  been  evidence  presented  today  in  terms  of  hard 

25  documents,  an  expert  witness,  and  a  member  of  the  Bladen 


197 


1  County  Board  of  Elections  would  at  least  provide  enough 

2  evidence  to  allow  this  Board  to  look  at  a  very  detailed 

3  level  as  to  whether  fraudulent  votes  have  been  cast,  and  if 

4  those  votes  have  been  cast,  we  believe  that  they  need  to  be 

5  retrieved.  Thank  you. 

6  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  Thank  you.  Counsel. 

7  Professor. 

8  REBUTTAL  BY  PROFESSOR  JOYNER: 

9  MR.  JOYNER:  Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of 

10  the  Board,  at  this  stage  in  the  proceeding,  the  statute 

11  calls  for  a  showing  of  substantial  evidence  to  support  their 

12  claim  that  the  specific  statutes,  as  outlined  in  the 

13  complaint,  have  been  violated. 

14  In  this  instance,  there  is  absolutely  no  evidence, 

15  not  a  scintilla  of  evidence  of  a  violation  of  the  election 

16  laws,  not  at  all.  So  the  question  of  whether  there  is 

17  substantial  evidence  or  not  is  really  way--a  level  way  above 

18  where  we  are  at  in  the  evidence  that  has  been  presented. 

19  And  for  this  Board  to  conclude  (1)  that  there  is 

20  substantial  evidence  would  require  them  to  engage  in  rank 

21  speculation  and  conjecture  and  surmise  about  what  may  have 

22  happened  where  there  is  no  evidence  that  it  did  in  fact 
2  3  happen . 

24  So  fraud  deals  with  intentional  conduct  which  is 

25  designed  to  deceive  a  person,  intentional  conduct,  and  there 
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1  is  absolutely  no  evidence  that's  been  presented  here  which 

2  speaks  to  whomever,  these  unidentified  people  and  their 

3  intent  to  deceive  anyone. 

4  What  we  do  have  is  evidence  that  there  were  a 

5  number  of  ballots  anywhere  between  160  to  180-some  ballots 

6  in  which  the  name  Franklin  Graham  was  inserted  in  the  write- 

7  in  section  of  the  ballot. 

8  And  with  respect  to  them,  those  from  the  forensic 

9  document  examiner,  they  could  separate  those  into  seven 

10  different  groups  of  people  that  had  similar  handwriting,  no 

11  identification  being  given  as  to  any  one  individual  that  fit 

12  any  group  that  was  identified. 

13  In  addition  to  that,  the  evidence  would  further 

14  say  that  it  is  impossible  based  on  the  record  that  we  have 

15  here  to  connect  these  178  certifications  to  specific  ballots 

16  that's  been  cast. 

17  Now,  what  we  do  know  is  that  Franklin  Graham 

18  received  3,700  votes,  3,740  absentee  votes.  That's  the  only 

19  way  he  could've  gotten  any  votes.  So  you  had  3,700  people, 

20  yet  we're  here  to  deal  with  this  notion  of  178  people 

21  allegedly  who  are  unknown  and  undetermined  that  committed 

22  some  fraud  that  doesn't  exist. 

23  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Now,  can  you  not  write  in  a 

24  candidate  on  election  day? 

25  MR.  JOYNER:  You  can. 
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1  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  I'm  just  trying  to  figure  out 

2  what  the  other  3,000  some  odd-- 

3  MR.  JOYNER:  But  they  would  also  be  write- 

4  ins.  They  would  all  be  write-ins-- 

5  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Right. 

6  MR.  JOYNER:  --in  order  for--to  get  to 

7  that-- 

8  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  I'm  just  trying  to  figure  out, 

9  you  know,  where  the  big  difference  might  have  come  from. 

10  MR.  JOYNER:  The  representative  from  the 

11  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections  said  that  marking  the 

12  ballot,  as  they've  been  trained  and  as  they  do,  is  concluded 

13  when  you  fill  in  the  bubble.  Merely  writing  the  name  is  not 

14  marking  the  ballot,  and  I  think  that  testimony  was  very 

15  clear . 

16  And  the  absentee  application  and  certificate  that 

17  I  have  before  me  says  that  the  only  time  that  a  person  has 

18  to  certify  to  assisting  a  voter  is  that  when  they  have 

19  assisted  the  voter  in  marking  his  or  her  ballot,  and  again, 

20  that's  not  my  language.  That's  the  language  that  I'm 

21  reading  from  the  official  form  from  the  State  Board  of 

22  Elections.  Or  if  they've  assisted  the  voter  in  signing  this 

23  certificate.  And  there  is  absolutely  no  evidence  that 

24  anyone  of  these  people,  unknown  people  at  this  point,  did 

25  either  one  or  both  that's  been  presented  here. 
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1  Instead  the  attorney  wants  you  to  become 

2  investigators  and  go  back  behind  closed  doors  now  and  look 

3  for  what  they  are  unable  to  present,  and  that  is 

4  inappropriate,  improper,  and  untimely  to  do  here. 

5  The  other  witness  certification  with  respect  to 

6  those  people  who  signed  as  witnesses  indicates  that  they 

7  gave  assistance  to  the  voter.  Implicit  in  being  a  witness 

8  is  giving  assistance,  and  the  certification  that  is 

9  presented  here  indicates  that  they  are  acknowledging  that 

10  they  are  given  assistance  to  that  absentee  voter.  So-- 

11  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  One  minute.  Professor.  One 

1 2  minute . 

13  MR.  JOYNER:  So  when  the  person  signed  as 

14  a  witness,  they  are  saying  that  I  have  given  to  this 

15  absentee  voter  assistance  which  is  what  the  form  provided 

16  by  the  State  Board  of  Elections  provides. 

17  So  where  you  have  this  occurrence,  no  matter  how 

18  many  times  it  occurs,  it  is  still  lawful  and  within  the 

19  guidelines  that's  been  established  by  this  State  Board  of 

20  Election,  and  that,  ladies  and  gentlemen  of  the  Board,  is 

21  not  fraud.  That  is  not  illegal. 

22  That  does  not  violate  any  statute  that  we  have  in 

23  the  code  of--the  election  code  for  the  State  of  North 

24  Carolina.  Rather  what  should  happen  is  that  the  Bladen 

25  County  Improvement  Association  ought  to  be  commended  for 
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having  members  and  volunteers  who  go  out  into  the  community 
to  help  people  who  are  unable  to  go  into  the  polls  on 
election  day  to  vote  and  spend  their  time  working  with  them 
to  make  sure  that  that  their  participation  in  the  political 
process  is  made  real.  But,  no,  what  we  are  doing  here  is 
demonizing  them  for  their  patriotic  service  to  our  state  and 
the  voters  to  ensure  that  their  right  to  vote  is  respected 
and  they're  allowed  to  exercise  it. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  Thank  you.  Professor.  Mr. 

Hamilton . 

JUDGE  BAKER:  Could  1  ask  a  question  before 

Mr .  Hamilton? 


CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Of  course. 

JUDGE  BAKER:  Were  these  votes  counted  for 

Franklin  Graham?  There's  been  some  speculation  as  to 
whether  or  not  they  should've  been  counted  unless  they  were 
bubbled.  Were  they  counted  in  this  election? 

DIRECTOR  STRACH:  Bladen  County  is  probably-- 

may  be  presently  counting  the  write-ins  from  absentee.  So 
we  could  certainly  check  and  see,  but  they  were  doing  it 
yesterday  and  were  going  to  do  that  early  today  too. 

JUDGE  BAKER:  So  I  take  it,  it's  the 

contention  of  some  party  they  shouldn't  have  been  counted. 

MR.  BRANCH:  Mr.  Baker,  if  I  may,  the 

number  of  absentee  ballots  that  we  got  are  for  Mr.  Graham 
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1  is  the  mail-in  absentee  number  from  the  State  Board  of 

2  Elections  website  which  were  counted  for  him  as  of,  I 

3  believe,  election  night.  So  they  are  at  least  posted 

4  preliminarily  on  the  State  Board's  website  as  being  counted. 

5  JUDGE  BAKER:  Okay.  Thank  you. 

6  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Has  Bladen  County  canvassed 

7  yet  or  is  that  what  they-- 

8  DIRECTOR  STRACH:  They're  waiting  on  us.  They 

9  waiting  on  us.  What  they  were  tallying  were  write-ins  from 

10  their  absentee  by  mail,  not  from  election  day. 

11  MR.  KNIGHT:  And  that's  what  we're 

12  discussing. 

13  MS.  AMOROSO:  Where  are  those  ballots  now? 

14  DIRECTOR  STRACH:  We  have  them,  but  because  they 

15  use  a  DS200,  they  have  an  image  log  that  they  can  use  to 

16  count  the  write-ins  without  even  having  that. 

17  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Mr.  Hamilton. 

18  REBUTTAL  BY  MR.  HAMILTON: 

19  MR.  HAMILTON:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman  and 

20  members  of  the  Board.  The  s tandar d- - I ' m  going  to  start,  as 

21  I  started  before,  with  the  law  because  that's  what 

22  constrains  us,  that's  what  unites  us,  that's  the  task  before 

23  this  board. 

24  For  a  protest  to  succeed,  the  protester  must  come 

25  forward  with  substantial  evidence  sufficient  to  change  the 


203 


1  outcome  of  the  election.  I  didn't  bother  with  the  citation 

2  because  we  all  know  that.  That  is  not  a  small  hurdle, 

3  substantial  evidence,  nor  is  the  second  prong,  change  the 

4  outcome. 

5  This  protest  appears  to  allege  improper  assistance 

6  and  nothing  more.  The  prong  that  we  didn't  hear  much  about 

7  at  all  in  this  complaint  is  that  a  single  individual 

8  witnessed  multiple  ballot  envelopes.  That's  not  a  crime. 

9  That's  no  illegal.  It's  not  even  argued  to  be  illegal.  It 

10  was  just  apparently  thrown  in  because  the  numbers  were 

11  there,  and  if  you  add  that  up,  you  get  to  a  larger  number 

12  of  ballots  that  we  can  cast  a  cloud  over,  but  looked  at  in 

13  the  cold  light  of  day,  it's  perfectly  appropriate,  and  I 

14  agree  with  Professor  Joyner  that's  something  you  should 

15  applaud,  the  volunteers  who  went  out  there  and  helped  people 

16  cast  their  ballots. 

17  But  even  if  you  consider  this  protest  as  a  case 

18  of  improper  assistance,  the  case  fails  there  too.  We've 

19  looked  at--we've  talked  about  the  statute  earlier,  Gen  Stat 

20  163-226.3,  and  that's  the  one  that  specifically  talks  about 

21  when  you  can  have  assistance  and  with  a  providing  clause 

22  that  if  there's  no  near  relative  or  guardian  available,  the 

23  voter  may  request  some  other  person  to  give  assistance. 

24  So  it  specifically  contemplates  that  someone  other 

25  than  a  relative  or  a  legal  guardian  can  provide  that 
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1  assistance. 

2  Now,  of  course,  we  know  they're  supposed  to  sign 

3  the--the  assistant  sign.  I  hadn't  noticed  the  language 

4  before  in  the  witness  certification  there.  But  what--in  any 

5  event,  however  you  construe  that  statute,  in  the  event  that 

6  a  voter--in  the  event  that  there  is  evidence  placed  before 

7  you  of  a  violation  of  the  statute.  Section  B  requires  the 

8  Board  upon  receipt  of  a  sworn  affidavit  from  a  resident  of 

9  the  county  attesting  to  first  person  knowledge  of  a 

10  violation,  then  you  are  to  refer  to  the  district  attorney. 

11  As  1  said  at  the  outset,  there's  no  punishment 

12  here  in  the  statute  for  the  voter.  The  voter  isn't  the  one 

13  who  did  something  wrong.  But  it's  the  person  providing  the 

14  improper  assistance  who  is  committing  the  felony  who  is  to 

15  be  investigated  and  in  an  appropriate  case  then  considered 

16  for  prosecution. 

17  But  we  don't  have  that  here.  There  is  no  sworn 

18  affidavit.  There's  no  sworn  affidavit  of  a  resident  of  the 

19  county.  There's  no  sworn  affidavit  of  a  resident  of  the 

20  county  with  first  person  testimony  of  a  violation,  and  even 

21  if  we  put  that  aside,  there's  no  witness  that  came  in  here 

22  that  said,  "1  saw  him  do  it;  he's  the  one  who  did  this." 

23  It's  not  there. 

24  The  evidence  in  fact  is  really  remarkably  weak. 

25  The  protester's  expert  qualified  it  to  the  point  that  I 
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1  would  submit  that  that  opinion  would  be  excluded  in  every 

2  court,  federal  or  state,  in  this  country  because  there's  no 

3  opinion  there. 

4  What  she  said  was,  there  are  indications  the 

5  ballots  within  each  group  was  written  by  a  single  writer, 

6  and  then  qualified  it  further:  Because  of  the  existence  of 

7  handwritten  and  hand-printed  Franklin  Graham  entries,  and 

8  the  difficulty  in  comparisons,  it's  possible  that  the 

9  Franklin  Graham  entries  in  one  or  more  groups  may  be  the 

10  product  of  one  writer. 

11  That  is  not  an  opinion  that's  admissible.  That's 

12  not  an  opinion  you  can  rely  on.  That's  not  evidence. 

13  That's  speculation.  That's  fine.  I  mean--I  don't  mean  that 

14  by  criticism  of  the  expert  who  is  no  longer  here.  It's  not 

1 5  her  fault . 

16  I  mean  as  she  pointed  out,  this  is  far  from  a 

17  typical  examination.  She  didn't  have  the  original 

18  documents.  It  wasn't  a  well  lit  room.  She  didn't  have  her 

19  microscope  with  her.  She  didn't  have  time  to  do  a  forensic 

20  examination  and  create  the  sort  of  reliable  evidence  that 

21  one  would  expect. 

22  She  weakened  it  so  much  that  this  Board  can't 

23  really  rely  on  it  and  shouldn't  really  rely  on  it  to  strip 

24  hundreds--over  100  voters  of  their  right  to  vote,  the  most 

25  precious  freedom  that  we  have  as  freeborn  Americans,  to  cast 
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1  a  vote.  And  on  this  evidence  there's  simply  not  a 

2  sufficient  record  to  do  that. 

3  So  what  else  is  there?  No  witness  testified  to 

4  personal  knowledge.  No  individual  has  been  identified  as 

5  the  culprit.  They  could've  subpoenaed  those  people  and 

6  called  them  here,  put  them  under  oath,  and  made  them  take 

7  the  Fifth  or  not.  But  they  didn't. 

8  The  statute  here  tells  you  what  to  do.  If  you 

9  find  based  on  your  conclusion,  your  review  of  the  evidence, 

10  your  own  investigation  that  there  is  evidence  to  suggest 

11  something  went  on  here,  then  you  should  refer  it  to  the 

12  district  attorney  and  let  that  individual  conduct  a  thorough 

13  investigation. 

14  Of  the  ballots,  these  voters  are  all  registered 

15  voters.  They're  all  citizens.  They  all  did  everything 

16  right.  There's  no  question  that  they  signed  their  ballot, 

17  that  the  ballot  envelope  itself  was  perfectly  acceptable. 

18  You've  heard  from  the  county  Elections  Board 

19  official  that  that  was  their  process.  It  would  never  have 

20  even  gotten  to  this  stage  if  they  weren't  registered, 

21  qualified  to  vote  and  did  everything  right  on  the  envelope. 

22  So  I'd  submit  to  the  extent  that  you've  got  a  case 

23  of  improper  assistance,  the  statute  tells  you  what  to  do. 

24  The  ballots  should  be  counted. 

25  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Hamilton. 
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1  MR.  KNIGHT:  Mr.  Chairman,  can  I  ask  a 

2  question,  please? 

3  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Sure. 

4  MR.  KNIGHT:  Mr.  Hamilton  reminded  me  about 

5  the  Board's  own  investigation,  and  so  I  would  like  to  ask 

6  whether  or  not  this  Board  will  take  any  information  and 

7  consider  any  information  about  the  Board's  ongoing 

8  investigation  of  this  exact  incident,  what's  been  going  on 

9  in  Bladen  County,  and  my  understanding  is  that  they  had  one 

10  or  more,  I  think  more,  investigators  in  Bladen  County  for 

11  several  days  immediately  after  the  election,  and  so  that's 

12  information  obviously  no  one  among  us  have  had  access  to. 

13  And  we  spoke  to  Mr.  Lawson--! 've  actually  spoken 

14  to  Mr.  Lawson  so  much  I  don't  remember  when  it  was,  but  he 

15  said  that  oftentimes  the  Board  will  take  such  information 

16  or  receive  such  information  in  a  situation.  Quite  frankly 

17  you  have  more  evidence  at  your  disposal. 

18  And  I  believe--I'm  really  just  asking  a  question, 

19  so  I'm  not  going  to  get  in  an  argument.  I  mean  I'm  not 

20  trying  to  make  an  extra  argument.  Thank  you. 

21  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Thank  you.  Any  question  from 

22  any  member  of  the  Board  to  the  folks  out  here  or  are  you 

23  ready  to  start  deliberating? 

24  MR.  MALCOLM:  I've  got  a  question  for  Mr. 


2  5  Knight . 
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1  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Okay. 

2  MR.  MALCOLM:  So  based  on  the  information 

3  that  we  are  aware  of  at  the  State  Board  of  Elections,  do  we 

4  have  any  voter  that  is  represented  to  us  that  a  ballot  was 

5  marked  and  submitted  to  the  Bladen  County  Board  of 

6  Elections,  say  the  ballots  would  have--that  say  Graham  on 

7  them,  that  for  the  other  races  did  not  express  their  voter's 

8  intent?  Do  we  have  any  information  to  suggest-- 

9  DIRECTOR  STRACH:  No,  we  don't. 

10  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Okay.  I'll  let  the  judge 

1 1  start . 

12  JUDGE  BAKER:  I  think  in  the  future  service, 

13  I'm  going  to  request  to  be  seated  in  a  different  area.  It 

14  seems  like  I  end  up  getting  called  on  early  all  the  time. 

15  Well,  it  seems  to  me,  to  be  perfectly  honest,  what 

16  we  have  before  us  are--is  evidence  of  questionable  handling 

17  of  ballots  in  the  Soil  and  Water  Conservation  race.  We  have 

18  handwriting  that  attracted  the  attention  because  there  was 

19  a  written  in  candidate.  It  got  to  be  very  familiar  to  the 

20  people  tallying  the  votes. 

21  I  wonder  if  there  had  been  on--in  the  proper  place 

22  an  indication  of  assistance,  if  that  would  have  gotten  the 

23  attention  that--I  wonder  then  if  the  main  problem  in  this 

24  case  was  actually  a  person  not  putting  their  name  in  the 

25  assistance,  not  that  I  think  the  assistance  would 
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1  necessarily  have  been  valid  because  I  believe  there  are  only 

2  certain  conditions  under  which  assistance  such  as  writing 

3  the  name  of  a  candidate  in  would  be  allowed,  but  it  has  not 

4  been  presented  to  me  at  all.  I've  not  heard  anything  about 

5  what  I  consider  to  be  extremely  important  on  whether  a 

6  ballot  should  be  counted  or  not  or  totally  discarded  and 

7  that  is  the  signature  of  the  voter. 

8  There  does  not  appear  to  be  any  dispute  of  the 

9  signatures  of  the  voters  on  all  the  ballots,  and  I  think 

10  that's  something  that  I  would  have  to  hear  before  I  would 

11  want  to  throw  out  a  lot  of  ballots. 

12  It  is  certainly  sounding  questionable  about  the 

13  Soil  and  Water  Conservation  supervisor  race  in  Bladen  County 

14  in  2016,  but  the  write-in  candidate  did  not  succeed.  The 

15  candidate  who  was  printed  on  the  ballot  actually  was  the 

16  prevailing  candidate. 

17  So  I'm  wondering  what  other  than  for  us  to  examine 

18  all  the  ballots,  what  remedy  we  might  really  seriously 

19  consider,  and  if  we  examine  all  the  ballots  and  if  we 

20  determine  that  on  the  ballots  there's  the  write-in  candidate 

21  for  the  Soil  and  Water  Conservation  race  and  in  fact  the 

22  handwriting  is  on  many,  many  same  ballots  by  a  few  people, 

23  and  if  we  determine  then  that  the  proper  thing  would  have 

24  been  for  the  person  who  is  assisting  in  that  absentee  ballot 

25  who  signed  as  a  witness  who  have  indicated  that  they  were 
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1  assisting,  and  then  if  we  further  indicate  that  this  person 

2  had  such  disability  that  they  needed  someone  to  write  the 

3  name  of  the  candidate  in,  then  it  should  be  counted  and  then 

4  it  was  all  right,  but  otherwise  there  is  something  not  good 

5  about  that  race,  but  fortunately  democracy  prevailed  and  the 

6  candidate  on  the  ballot  did  win. 

7  1  really  can't  see  how  we  could  be  expected  to 

8  discard  all  of  the  ballots  in  that  race,  though,  when  we 

9  have  ballots  that  were  signed  by  a--by  the  voters.  1  don't 

10  see  how  we  could  deprive  them  of  their  vote  to  vote  for 

11  every  other  race  because  we  have  some  pretty  serious 

12  misgivings  about  the  Soil  and  Water  race  which  fortunately 

13  turned  out  all  right  anyway. 

14  If  we  look  at  all  the  ballots  one  by  one,  1  think 

15  that's  what  we're  going  to  see.  We're  going  to  see  a  lot 

16  of  similar  writing  for  Franklin  Graham.  We're  going  to  see 

17  a  lot  of  ballots  that  should  have  had  assistance  on  the--in 

18  the  appropriate  place,  and  then  even  then  there  would  still 

19  be  questions  about  it,  but  we're  not  going  to  see  any 

20  ballots  that  1  know  of  that  don't  have  a  voter's  signature 

21  on  them,  and  we  don't  have  anyone  before  us  at  all  who  has 

22  said,  "I  didn't--that  is  my  absentee  ballot,  and  1  didn't 

23  intend  to  vote  that  way." 

24  We  do  have  one  person  who  said  that  they  weren't 

25  permitted  to  vote  which  was  a  mistake.  They  should  have 
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1  been  allowed  to  vote  provisionally,  and  then  that  should 

2  have  been  investigated.  So  that  was  a  mistake  in  Bladen 

3  County,  but  that  was  just,  what,  three  votes,  1  think. 

4  I'm  sorry,  I've  been  skimming  through  he  statutes 

5  repeatedly  trying  to  find  the  remedy  that's  being  asked  for 

6  here  and  throwing  out  an  entire  ballot  because  of  the 

7  assistance  is  not  proper  and  1  can't  do  it,  and  even  then 

8  1  don't  know  how  many  we  would  throw  out.  Would  we  throw 

9  out  167?  Would  we  throw  out  the  400  that  we  mentioned 

10  earlier?  Surely  we  wouldn't  throw  out  3,000  and  something. 

11  There's  been  nothing  to  indicate  that  that  I  know  of.  So 

12  1  guess  1  just  sit  here  kind  of  puzzled.  Thank  you. 

13  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  Dr.  Kricker. 

14  DR.  KRICKER:  Yes.  1  certainly  agree  with 

15  the  Judge.  1  see  from  the  evidence  the  evidence  presented 

16  simply  showed  that  write-in  signatures  matched  witness 

17  signatures  on  the  envelopes. 

18  This  is  the--for  at  least  the  claim  of  the 

19  protest,  and  there  are  indications  that  there  may  have  been 

20  a  problem  with  inappropriate  assistance.  But  you  can't 

21  blame  the  voter  if  there  were  inappropriate  assistance,  and 

22  1  would  absolutely  agree  that  these  folks  need  to  be 

23  counted. 

24  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Mr.  Malcolm. 
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MR.  MALCOLM: 


1  too.  Judge,  1  think  during 
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1  the  last  five  hours  it  seems  like  you  and  1  especially  have 

2  been  asking  a  lot  of  questions  perhaps  supportive  of  each 

3  other  about  this  notion  of  the  oval,  and  1  agree  with  you, 

4  Ms.  Strach,  absolutely.  As  a  county  board  member,  that  was 

5  the  standard,  and  we  would  look  at  ballots  when  they  were 

6  mismarked  or  not  marked  properly  or  something  was  written 

7  and  the  oval  wasn ' t--you ' re  absolutely  right;  we  try  to 

8  determine  the  voter's  intent. 

9  1  too  struggle  in  trying  to  understand  how  we 

10  could  discard  thousands  of  votes,  hundreds  of  votes  as  a 

11  minimum,  when  there  is  no  question  about,  nor  has  there  been 

12  any  evidence  admitted  or  proffered  even  in  your  protest, 

13  sir,  about  anything  to  do  with  the  actual  voters  casting  the 

14  ballots  themselves.  So  1  agree  with  you.  Judge,  in  that 

15  respect. 

16  1  say  all  that;  I'm  pretty  clear  in  my  mind,  but 

17  1  do  think  some  folks  need  to  do  some  further  looking  down 

18  in  Bladen  County.  Now,  Bladen  County  is  down  in  my 

19  neighborhood;  it's  down  in  southeastern  North  Carolina,  and 

20  you  folks  who  have  heard  me  speak  before  know  that  it 

21  bothers  me  greatly  for  matters  to  come  from  the  southeastern 

22  part  of  the  state  because  that's  where  I'm  from,  and  I  get 

23  a  little  personally  offended  about  matters  coming  to  this 

24  Board  from  Robeson,  Bladen,  Scotland,  and  all  of  those 

25  counties'  matters  that  come  before  us. 
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1  And  so  at  the  end  of  this  discussion  today, 

2  irrespective  of  what  this  Board  determines  as  it  relates  to 

3  the  protest,  1  will  be  making  a  motion  that  any  and  all 

4  information  that  this  Board  has  in  its  possession  shall  be 

5  forwarded  to  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern 

6  District  of  North  Carolina  for  him  and  her  to  make  the 

7  determination  whether  they  think  something  inappropriately 

8  happened. 

9  And  you'll  notice  that  I'm  not  referring  to  the 

10  district  attorney  from  Bladen  County,  and  the  reason  I'm  not 

11  is  because  there  were  federal  races  on  the  ballot.  That's 

12  different;  that's  a  different  matter  than  what  Judge  Baker 

13  has  talked  about,  and  what  I  think  in  my  mind  1  cannot  vote 

14  today  to  discard  hundreds  of  ballots  from  individuals  for 

15  which  1  think  they  cast  a  lawful  ballot. 

16  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  1  diverge  a  little  bit  from 

17  my  three  colleagues.  1  ask  the  question,  are  we  supposed 

18  to  ignore  votes  in  other  contests  and  just  allow  that  to 

19  count  even  on  ballots  that  were  apparently  tainted  by 

20  wrongdoing?  We  did  have  the  testimony  of  a  handwriting 

2 1  expert . 

22  So  my  thought  would  be  to  hold  the  disputed  167 

23  ballots  out  of  the  canvass  and  due  to  the  time  frame 

24  considerations  we're  all  familiar  with,  allow  the  Bladen 

25  County  Board  of  Elections  to  go  ahead  and  canvass  the 
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1  remainder  of  the  ballots  less  the  167. 

2  Madam  Secretary. 

3  MS.  AMOROSO:  Okay.  Well,  what  happens  to 

4  the  other  ones  that  the  handwriting  expert  was  unable  to 

5  look  at?  Weren't  there  several  hundred  in  addition  to  the 

6  ones  that  were  talked  about  here  today?  You  want  to  keep 

7  those--you  would  keep  those  as  is?  1  just--l'm  asking  you 

8  a  question,  Mr.  Chairman. 

9  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  1  think  she  testified  about 

10  167  . 

11  MS.  AMOROSO:  All  right,  and  1  know  she  had 

12  time  constraints.  I  want  to  clear  up  one  thing.  The  term 

13  "mark"  has  been  talked  about  today  a  number  of  times.  Just 

14  to  clarify,  the  definition  of  a  mark,  and  we're  talking 

15  about  the  oval  or  writing  the  name  in.  It's  a  visible  trace 

16  or  impression,  a  line  or  a  spot,  also  a  symbol,  name,  or 

17  other  identifier,  especially  a  name,  a  logo,  et  cetera. 

18  So  again,  we  mince  words  around  here  quite  often. 

19  1  like  to  go  to  my  dictionary  which  is  quite  helpful,  so  1 

20  threw  that  out  just  for  further  clarification. 

21  Now,  in  terms  of  the  evidence  here  today,  1  would 

22  like  to  also  say  that  1  didn't  see  any  evidence  here  today 

23  of  the  PAC  assisting  voters  in  nursing  homes  or  other  health 

24  disabled  individuals.  So  that's  all  conjecture.  And  to  me 

25  that  was  merely  hypothetical,  and  1  know  you  get  out  the 
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1  vote  and  doing  the  absentee  ballots  and  the  voter  drives. 

2  People  do  like  to  vote  at  health  clubs  that  are 

3  unable  to  complete  the  ballot  on  their  own,  but  1  do 

4  question  the  validity  and  the  integrity  of  actually  checking 

5  the  box  off  or  if  you're  assisting  a  voter,  and  there  are 

6  strict  rules  that  we  have  in  the  statute  book  to  prevent 

7  that,  and  even  so,  the  legislature,  1  guess  in  the  last  year 

8  or  two,  also  prevented  folks  in  nursing  homes--there  are 

9  additional  rules  now  where  somebody  that  works  in  a  nursing 

10  facility  cannot  witness  or  help  anybody  with  a  ballot. 

11  So  there  are  some  protections,  so  there's  a  lot 

12  or  there's  a  little  bit  more  here  than  meets  the  eye. 

13  The  other  comment  I'll  say  is  sadly  voter  fraud 

14  is  not  a  high  priority  for  the  DA ' s  office,  state  or 

15  federal,  and  it's  great  that  we  have  it  available  here,  but 

16  1  don't  ever  see  anything  being  referred  over  to  the  DA  for 

17  this  type  of  event  here,  irregularities,  fraudulent 

18  activity.  It's  obviously  out  there  because  we  keep  coming 

19  back  here  and  having  similar  issues  about  it. 

20  Anyway,  in  terms  of  what  the  evidence  presented 

21  here  today,  I--for  one,  I  would  love  to  see  the  ballots. 

22  I  would  like  to  see  for  myself  what  we're  actually  looking 

23  about.  You  know,  we  talked  about  it,  the  attorneys.  I 

24  haven't  seen  it. 

25  The  protester,  I  don't  know  if  he--he  didn't  see 
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1  them  either.  And  they're  not  being  made  available  in  Bladen 

2  County  if  I'm  correct.  And  even  actually  Durham  County, 

3  they're  still  waiting  to  look  at  the  ballots  absentee 

4  ballots  there.  1  know  it's  difficult.  Identifiers  need  to 

5  be  redacted  and  we're  in  a  crunch  time  right  now. 

6  We're  in  a  crunch  because  we  have  the  canvass  on 

7  the  9th,  1  believe  that's  the  drop  dead  date.  So  everything 

8  is  a  little  bit  more  complicated  than  usual,  1  guess,  based 

9  on  the  time  line. 

10  However,  again,  1  think  there  is  a  problem  here 

11  that's  been  demonstrated.  I  would  love  to  see  the  ballots. 

12  So  I  don't  know  that  anybody  else  is  interested,  but  that's 

13  where  I'm  standing  right  now. 

14  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Thank  you.  Do  1  have  a 

1 5  motion? 

16  MR.  MALCOLM:  Mr.  Chairman,  1  make  a  motion 

17  that  the  protest  brought  from  Bladen  County  by  the 

18  individuals  represented  by  Mr.  Branch  and  Mr.  Knight,  that 

19  protest  should  be  dismissed  because  there  was  not 

20  substantial  evidence  of  a  violation  of  election  law  or  other 

21  irregularity  or  misconduct  sufficient  to  cast  doubt  on  the 

22  results  of  the  election,  and  therefore  that  we  order  this 

23  protest  be  dismissed,  and  once  that  motion  is  done,  we'll 

24  have  another  motion  based  on  my  earlier  remarks. 


25 


CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 


Do  I  have  a  second? 


217 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


MS.  AMOROSO:  Second. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Any  discussion? 

(No  response) 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  All  in  favor  say  aye. 

(Three  votes  in  favor) 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Opposed,  no. 

(Chairman  Whitney  and  Ms.  Amoroso  vote  no.) 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Motion  carries.  Petition 

dismissed.  We  have  another  motion. 

MR.  MALCOLM:  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make  a  motion 

that  this  Board  gather  and  prepare  to  make  available  to  the 
United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  North 
Carolina  any  and  all  information  in  our  possession,  notes 
and  otherwise,  regarding  the  election  that  took  place  in 
Bladen  County,  North  Carolina,  concerning  the  federal 
election  for  November  8,  2016,  and  make  that--make  that  made 

available  immediately. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Do  I  have  a  second? 

MS.  AMOROSO:  Second. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  All  in  favor  say  aye. 

(Unanimous  vote  in  favor) 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Opposed,  no. 

(No  response) 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Motion  carries  unanimously. 

Okay.  Thank  you  everybody  for  your  participation.  We  have 
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1  another  hearing.  We'll  take  a  ten  minute  recess. 

2  (Whereupon,  a  brief  recess  was  taken 

3  from  6:33  p.m.  to  6:45  p.m.) 

4  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  We're  back  to  order.  In  re: 

5  Protest  of  Kenneth  Register.  Want  to  tell  me  exactly  what 

6  we're  doing  here? 

7  MR.  LAWSON:  Also  out  of  Bladen  from  a  very 

8  recent  dismissal  for  failure  to  show  probable  cause.  So  we 

9  kicked  out,  not  after  a  hearing  on  the  merits,  but  that  a 

10  preliminary.  So  they  have  a  right  of  appeal  because  there's 

11  substantial  overlap  of  fact,  there  was  some  tabulation 

12  allegation  submitted  in  the  original  protest,  we  figured 

13  that  we  should  get  it  up  to  you  because  we  didn't  want  it 

14  to  delay  canvass  and  canvass  has  to  accomplished. 

15  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  So  is  this  a  probable  cause 

16  hearing  or  just  a  hearing? 

17  MR.  LAWSON:  It's  an  appeal  from  that  so 

18  if  you  think  that  the  lower  three,  either  abused  a 

19  discretion  or  improperly  applied  a  legal  standard,  then  you 

20  could  proceed  to  a  hearing,  but  I  would  advise  you  to  just 

21  go  ahead  and  hear  it  first.  You  can  see  what-- 

22  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Why  don't  we  let  Mr.  Register 

23  present  his  case. 

24  (Whereupon, 


25 


KENNETH  REGISTER 
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1  having  first  been  duly  sworn,  was 

2  examined  and  testified  as  follows:) 

3  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  State  your  name  for  the 

4  record,  please. 

5  MR.  REGISTER:  Ken  Register,  Jr.,  Candidate 

6  for  District  3  County  Commissioner  in  Bladen  County. 

7  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Thank  you.  Proceed. 

8  MR.  REGISTER:  Well,  I'm  here  to  state  that, 

9  yes,  I  did  get  turned  down  or  dismissed  in  Bladen  County  at 

10  the  county  level,  but  the--their  argument  or  reason  for 

11  turning  me  down  or  dismissing  was  because  my  protest 

12  consisted  of  the  absentee  ballots  argument,  and  they  would 

13  not  hear  it  because  the  State  advised  them  that  they  could 

14  no  longer  talk  about  absentee  ballots. 

15  So  that  being  one  of  my  major  arguments  or  a 

16  portion  of  my  protest,  they  would  not  hear  it.  So  we 

17  decided  to  escalate  and  appeal  it  to  the  state  level. 

18  The  other  portion  of  mine,  substantial  evidence 

19  or  they  showed--said  I  showed  lack  of  substantial  evidence 

20  to  hear  was  the  malfunction  at  the  early  voting  polls  at  the 

21  Bladen  County  library.  And  that  was  the  memory  stick  issue. 

22  There  was  a  swap  in  memory  stick  on  the  third  day 

23  of  early  voting.  And  during  the--I  filed  a  complaint  in 

24  front  of--that  the  Board  heard  there.  I  don't  remember 

25  exactly  what  day  it  was.  It  is--it  should  be  in  your 


220 


1  package.  But  at  that  date  they  said  that  their--they  had 

2  conversed  with  a  professional  or  to  some  extent  said  that 

3  swapping  a  memory  stick  in  one  sentence  and  ten  minutes 

4  later  it  totally  changed. 

5  In  the  first--the  first  explanation  they  said  that 

6  swapping  a  memory  stick  would  in  fact  change  the  vote  or 

7  could  alter  the  votes,  that  it  could  become  corrupted,  and 

8  they  could  lose  votes  or  add  votes  or  it  could  just  mix  it 

9  up,  and  then  15,  20  minutes  later  in  the  same  meeting  it 

10  totally  changed.  That  it  couldn't  be--it  would  not  corrupt 

11  it,  would  not  change  it;  no  votes  were  altered. 

12  So  I'm  asking  the  Board  to  please  consider  at 

13  minimum  a  hand-eye  count  because  of  this  glitch.  I  don't 

14  think  it's  too  farfetched  to  go  with  District  3,  and  that's 

15  another  thing;  if  you  read  on  my  original  protest,  I  had 

16  asked  the  Bladen  County  Board  to  consider  a  state  level. 

17  On  my  appeal  I  have  reduced  that  to  further  complicate 

18  things  for  Mr.  Cooper  and  other  candidates  that  are  going 

19  to  be  affected  by  the  canvass,  to  reduce  mine  down  to  a 

20  District  3  consideration  which  will  consist  of  a  lot  less 

21  work  by  the  county  if  they  do  a  recount  or  a  hand-eye  count, 

22  and  I  think  that's--I'm  showing  a  little  consideration 

23  myself  there.  I  think  we  should  move  forward  with  that. 

24  Any  glitch  during  early  voting  or  during  election 

25  day  I  think  constitutes  a  hand-eye  count.  I  don't  think  on 
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1  a  District  3  level  that's  too  many--that ' s  too  many  votes 

2  to  count. 

3  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Who  is  Heather  Register? 

4  MR.  REGISTER:  That  is  one  of  the--that  is 

5  the  prior  protest;  that's  the  Caitlin  Croon  or  Croom  and 

6  Matthew  Mathis  ordeal.  That  was  the  ballot  that  they 

7  witnessed  that  was  spoke  of  in  the  previous  protest. 


8 

MS  . 

AMOROSO : 

Is  she  related  to  you? 

9 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

No ,  ma ' am . 

10 

MS  . 

AMOROSO : 

Oh,  okay. 

11 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

That's  all  I'm  getting  at. 

12 

MS  . 

AMOROSO : 

No  relation . 

13 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

No  . 

14 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

Okay.  That's  fine.  Thank 

15  you.  You  had  a  comment  about-- 

16  MR.  MALCOLM:  It  just  seemed--it  seems  like, 

17  unless  the  one  county  member  that's  here--it  seems  like  we'd 

18  need  to  hear  from  the  county  directly.  He's  using  the  words 

19  like  "memory  stick."  Of  course,  we  know  that--maybe  he's 

20  referring  to  the  PCMCIA  card. 

21  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Why  don't  you  come  up  and 

22  stand  at  the  podium  with  Mr.  Register  and  answer  Mr. 

23  Malcolm's  questions,  please,  sir. 

24  MR.  MALCOLM:  So  are  you--is  this  gentleman 

25  behind  you,  is  he  from  Bladen  County  as  well? 


222 


1  MR.  HEHL:  I'm  the  Democratic  Party 

2  chair . 

3  MR.  MALCOLM:  Oh,  okay.  Okay.  So  are  you 

4  familiar  with  this  issue? 

5  MR.  HEHL:  Yes,  I  am. 

6  MR.  MALCOLM:  Do  you  want  to  just  sort  of 

7  tell  us  your-- 

8  MR.  HEHL:  So  what  we  understand  is  this 

9  is  the  first  time  that  we've  used  the  DS200,  and  the--I 

10  guess  the  rep  that  sold  us  the  machines  or  the  technical 

11  advisor,  whatever,  told  Cynthia  that  when--during  early 

12  voting  the  process  for  doing  those  machines  was  to  shut  the 

13  lid,  leave  the  machine  on  during  the  early  voting,  take  the 

14  ballots  back  to  the  office  for  keeping  up  with  what  we're 

15  supposed  to,  but  what  they--I  guess  they  didn't  know  or  they 

16  didn't  inquire  well  enough,  but  what  would  happen  is  every 

17  so  often  that  machine  would  send  an  audit  log  into  that 

18  memory  stick. 

19  And  on  Monday  or  Tuesday--!  think  it  was  Monday, 

20  before  the  polls  opened,  they  started  to  do  whatever  they 

21  were  going  to  do  that  morning,  and  then  the  machine  was 

22  saying  the  memory  stick  was  full. 

23  At  that  point  I  think  Cynthia  either  contacted  or 

24  the  State  or  contacted  them  shortly  thereafter,  but  she  went 

25  down  there,  and  at  the  advisement  of  the  State,  replaced  the 
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1  memory  stick,  put  a  new  memory  stick  in  and  secured  the 

2  original  memory  stick,  kept  the  ballots  secure,  and  then  we 

3  were  advised  after  the  Saturday  before  election--we  actually 

4  did  it  on  Monday  about  11:00  a.m.--we  called  the  same  judges 

5  down  there,  and  they  took  the  original  ballots  that  were  run 

6  on  the  Friday--Thur sday ,  Friday,  and  if  they  ran  any  on 

7  Monday,  1  don't  remember;  1  can't  answer  to  that  one  without 

8  telling  you  it's  possibly  fictitious  information.  But  I  do 

9  know  that  the  ones  that  were  secured  before  the  memory  stick 

10  was  changed  were  secured. 

11  On  the  Monday  before  the  election  those  were  run 

12  back  through  the  same  machine  with  the  second  memory  stick, 

13  so  all  the  ballots  were  accounted  for  on  the  one  memory 

14  stick  in  there,  and  the  original  memory  stick  was  never  put 

15  into  the  system. 

16  MR.  MALCOLM:  So  would  that  be--and  Kim,  if 

17  you  would  help  me.  That  would  be  the  equivalent--what  he 

18  just  described  under  the  MlOO  has--and  Mr.  Chairman,  1 

19  don't--I  refer  to  it  as  the  emergency  bin;  in  that  there's 

20  an  emergency  pen.  If  something  breaks  down  on  the  machine, 

21  power  goes  out,  you  can  always  put  ballots  in  the  emergency 
2  2  bin . 

23  It  seems  like  what  he's  describing--and  Judge,  I 

24  don't  know  if  you're  familiar  with  what  I'm  talking  about. 

25  There's  a  little--and  Ms.  Amoroso,  there's  a  little- 
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1  basically  a  little  space  you  can  open,  so  if  something 

2  happens  with  the  power,  you  can  keep  putting  ballots  in  the 

3  machine  and  they're  secured  if  something  goes  wrong 

4  basically  with  the  tabulator. 

5  So  that  sort  of  what  they  did  in  a  different  kind 

6  of  way.  Is  that  correct?  And  did  they  talk  to  anyone  here 

7  for  direction? 

8  DIRECTOR  STRACH:  He's  right;  they  did.  I  spoke 

9  with  Cynthia  about  this.  She  had  called  out  help  desk  when 

10  this  happened,  and  what  should  have  been  done,  but  she  had 

11  not  been  told  that,  is  to  power  the  DS200  down  at  night,  but 

12  what  she  was  doing--it  was  secure  because  what  was--she  was 

13  closing  it  and  locking  it,  so  no  one  could  vote  any  ballots. 

14  They  secured  the  ballots  away,  and  then  once  she 

15  was  able  to  talk  to  some  ES&S  technical  staff,  they  were 

16  able  to  see  that  putting  all  the  ballots  were  on  one  memory 

17  stick--they  used  a  memory  stick. 

18  MR.  MALCOLM:  It  is  a  memory  stick. 

19  DIRECTOR  STRACH:  Right,  would  be  the  proper  way 

20  so  that  you  could  keep  all  those  ballots  on  one  memory  stick 

21  for  that  site.  So  she  followed  protocol  and  she  did  contact 

22  us  immediately. 

23  MR.  MALCOLM:  Sir,  do  you  have  any  reason 

24  to  bel ieve- - thi s  Board  has  talked  recently  about  during  the 

25  one-stop  period  every  night  there's  what's  referred  to  as 
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1  a  reconciliation  that  goes  on  and  during  the  entire  one-stop 

2  period  there's  reconciliation?  And  that's  when  the  local 

3  Board--they  know  how  many  ballots  they  started  with,  they 

4  know  how  many's  in  each  packet,  they  open  it,  they  count  at 

5  the  beginning  and  at  the  end,  and  they  look  at  the  number 

6  and  the  count  on  the  machine.  Do  you  have  any  information 

7  or  are  you  of  the  opinion  that  the  reconciliation  numbers 

8  are  off? 

9  MR.  REGISTER:  No,  but  I  have  reason  to 

10  question  because  I  haven't  been  given  any  proof  and  I've 

11  asked  for  it  from  the  County  Board.  Is  there  in  fact  proof 

12  that  filling  this  memory  stick  and  a  glitch  like  this  taking 

13  place  will  not  alter  the  count,  not  necessarily  the  number 

14  of  votes  but  the  way  they  are  voted,  the  way  they  are 

15  tallied?  And  no  one  can  answer  that  except  for  that  first 

16  meeting  it  was  told  that,  yes,  that  could  possibly  happen, 

17  and  then,  like  I  say,  15  minutes  later  the  answer  was  no. 

18  And  that  was  in  fact--came  from,  directly  from  Mr.  Brian 

19  Hill. 

20  MR.  MALCOLM:  Sir,  do  you  know  whether  y'all 

21  have  gone  through  a  reconciliation  process  or  whether 

22  there's  been  any  issues  with  lost  ballots  or  problems  with 

23  the  audit? 

24  MR.  HEHL:  From  what  I  understand,  the 

25  reconciliation  was  done;  it  was  done  every  night,  and  I've 
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1  not  seen  anything  that  says  that  a  reconciliation  was 

2  (unintelligible  due  to  a  cough);  I've  not  seen  anything  that 

3  showed  anything  different  between  the  ATVs  and  the  actual 

4  total  number  of  voted  votes. 

5  And  I  will  conf irmatively  said  that  there--I  did 

6  say  that  it's  a  piece  of  equipment;  it's  a  piece  of 

7  machinery;  it's  a  computer;  there's  always  the  possibility 

8  of  anything  messing  up,  but  the  redundancies  behind  that  did 

9  show  that  we  were  able  to  do  reconciliation. 

10  Now,  if  he  asked  for--to  actually  look  at  the 

11  ballots,  I  don't  remember  that.  I'm  not  going  to  say  that 

12  he  didn't  say  that,  but  I  don't  remember  that.  I  did  step 

13  out  for  a  minute.  I  think  I  went  to  use  the  bathroom  at  one 

14  of  those  meetings. 

15  But  we  do  know  that  the  reconciliation  happened. 

16  We  do  know  that  the  ATVs  matched  the  total  number  of  votes, 

17  so  as  a  Board,  we  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  any  of  the 

18  votes  were  incorrectly  cast. 

19  MR.  MALCOLM:  How  many  ballots--how  many 

20  votes  are  you  down  by,  sir? 

21  MR.  REGISTER:  400.  Approximately  400. 

22  MR.  MALCOLM:  Do  you  know  how  many  ballots 

23  were  cast  on  the  Thursday,  Friday,  and  the  part  of  the 

24  Monday? 


25 


MR.  REGISTER: 


The  majority  of  the  early 
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1  voting  took  place  the  first  three  days. 


2 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Do  you  know  how  many  ballots 

3 

were 

cast? 

4 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

Roughly  1,200.  There  were  400 

5 

solid 

average 

per  day. 

6 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

At  this  one  location. 

7 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

Yes,  sir.  1  was  there  every 

8 

day. 

every  single  day. 

9 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

And  this  is  the  home  location? 

10 

MR. 

HEHL  : 

That  sounds  about  right.  1 

11 

would 

say  that 

sounds  about  right.  Without  actually  looking 

12 

at  the  numbers 

,  1  know- 

-1  know  Bladenboro  and  Dublin  was  one 

13 

stop. 

were  only  five  hours  each  day,  and  they  probably  were 

14 

200  a 

day,  so 

1  can  see 

Elizabethtown  being--l'd  say  that's 

15  probably  correct.  I  don't  know  that  it  would  be  1200,  but 

16  without  looking  at  numbers,  1  have  no  way  of  knowing. 

17  1  know  that  we  probably  did  5,000  in  the  two  weeks 

18  at  Elizabethtown,  so--and  it  was  pretty  consistent  from 

19  beginning  to  end. 

20  MR.  REGISTER:  If  1  can  go  back  on  that, 

21  there  was  an  average  of  400  per  day  during  early  voting  at 

22  this  one  location.  The  first  three  days  were  the  stronger. 

23  It  was  430,  460,  470,  and  then  at  300,  380,  so  the  first 

24  three  days  were  without  a  doubt  the  strongest. 

25  MR.  MALCOLM:  Other  than  this  memory  stick 
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1  issue,  are  you  aware  of  any  other  things  that  you  think  are 

2  irregularities  or  problems  during  the  process,  sir? 

3  MR.  REGISTER:  Well,  that's  part  of  my 

4  argument  here  as  far  as  wanting  the  recount.  When  I  asked 

5  for  the  recount  or  the  hand-eye  count,  there  was  two  hand- 

6  eye  count,  I  guess,  requested  by  the  State  or  mandated  by 

7  the  State,  so  they  picked  two  locations  to  do.  Is  that 

8  possible? 

9  DIRECTOR  STRACH:  Correct.  The  sample  audit 

10  count. 

11  MR.  REGISTER:  Right.  Those  were  done  at 

12  the  two  smallest  sites;  they  did  hand-eye  count  with  no 

13  reported  or  no  requested  complaints  at  those  two  locations. 

14  If  there  was  one  to  pick,  a  location  to  pick,  I  would  think 

15  by  Board,  should  have  been  picked  where  some  of  those 

16  problems  were  reported  at,  and  those--there  was  three 

17  different  locations  out  of  17  in  Bladen  County  that  reported 

18  complications,  and  that  being  the  White  Oak  precinct,  the 

19  Central  precinct,  and  the  early  voting  precinct,  which  was 

20  the  Bladen  County  hospital--!  mean  the  Bladen  County 

21  courthouse  —  library. 

22  But  that  being  the  larger  of  the  number,  that 

23  first  three  days  was  crucial  to  my  campaign  as  well  as 

24  others.  That  could  have  very  well  affected  other  county 

25  commissioners  or  on  a  state  level  or  whatever,  but  my 
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1  argument  is  for  the  District  3  Bladen  County  commissioner. 

2  I  don't  think  because  of  that  glitch  no  one  else 

3  has  called  attention  to  it.  I've  questioned  several  others 

4  about  it.  I  think  if  we  narrow  it  down  to  that  level, 

5  that's  not  too  many  votes  to  ask  to  make  sure  that  just  as 

6  importantly  as  those  absentee  ballots  are  to  the  individuals 

7  that  went  to  the  polls  to  vote  and  were  turned  away  because 

8  someone  else  had  illegally  voted  for  them.  Those  complaints 

9  are  in  my  file  also  for  those  absentees. 

10  That  is  the  second  thing  that  I've  asked  them  for 

11  is  that  Ms.  Croon  and  Mr.  Mathis,  those  absentee  ballots 


12 

that 

those  two  individuals 

witnessed. 

that  each 

one 

of  the 

13 

votes 

should  not  be  used. 

14 

MS.  AMOROSO: 

How  many 

votes  are 

you 

talking 

15 

about 

now,  with  the  Croom 

and  Mathis? 

16 

MR.  REGISTER: 

Roughly 

108  . 

17 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

Can  you 

explain  to 

us 

the 

18 

audit 

he's  referring  to? 

19 

DIRECTOR  STRACH: 

I  can  . 

By  statute 

,  after  each 

20  election,  there  has  to  be  a  sample  audit  count,  and  that  is, 

21  it's  a  random--actually  a  computer  program  picks  two  voting 

22  locations  out  of  every  county,  and  it  could  be  a  one-stop 

23  site  and  a  precinct;  it  could  be  two  precincts;  it  could  be 

24  two  one-stop  sites,  but  it's  totally  random.  It's  not  based 

25  on  any  information  from  the  county. 
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1  In  Bladen  actually  it's  sort  of--some  counties  had 

2  one-stop  sites  who  had  large  numbers  of  voters  and  had  a 

3  hand-eye  count.  Sometimes  they  were  3,000  votes.  So  there 

4  was  no  information  used  other  than  it  just  being  random 

5  which  is  what  the  statute  requires. 

6  MR.  REGISTER:  You're  saying  it  was  randomly 

7  picked  or  those  sites  were  chosen  by  the  county? 

8  DIRECTOR  STRACH:  No,  the--it's  randomly  picked 

9  here  at  the  State.  We  actually  did  it--we  did  a  public 


10 

viewing  of  it  on  the  internet 

,  of  the 

selections  being 

11 

chosen  randomly.  So,  no. 

it  ' 

s  not  the  counties.  They 

have 

12 

no  decision  making  process 

13 

MR.  REGISTER: 

As  far 

as  which  precinct 

it 

14 

was  going  to  be  done  in. 

15 

DIRECTOR  STRACH: 

It  was 

completely  random 

here 

16 

MR.  REGISTER: 

Okay  . 

17 

MS.  AMOROSO: 

It  was 

based  on  a  computer. 

18 

random  thing. 

19 

DIRECTOR  STRACH: 

Random, 

right . 

20 

MS.  AMOROSO: 

You  press  a  button  and-- 

21 

DIRECTOR  STRACH: 

Right . 

22 

MS.  AMOROSO: 

Yeah,  okay.  Just  so  you 

23 

understand  that. 

24 

MR.  REGISTER: 

Right . 

I  just  feel  because 

25 

of  the  possibility  because 

it 

has  not 

been  eliminated 

out , 
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1  that  there's  not  error  there.  There  is  room  for  error.  He 

2  stated  there  was  room  for  error  there,  and  I  think  for  an 

3  accurate  count,  with  the  votes  that  close--400  sounds  like 

4  a  large  number,  but  that's  only  six  percent,  1  think,  of  the 

5  actual  total  number  of  voters  that  were  in  District  3 

6  because  it's  one  of  your  larger  districts  in  Bladen  County. 

7  MS.  AMOROSO:  So  you  didn't  make  the  one 

8  percent  automatic  recount;  is  that  correct  then? 


9 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

Ma  ' 

am? 

10 

MS  . 

AMOROSO : 

No  . 

The  one  percent 

recount , 

11 

you  didn ' t-- 

12 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

No, 

no.  My  argument 

i  s 

13 

Strictly  because  of  error 

on  the 

process . 

14 

MS  . 

AMOROSO : 

So 

the  tabulation  error  you're 

15 

questioning  and  as  well  as 

the  absentee  ballot-- 

16 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

Those  were  the  two  parts,  yes. 

17 

ma ' am .  Those 

are  the  two 

parts , 

and  the  absentee 

ballot 

18  case  was  because--and  there  was  a  lot  of  evidence  brought 

19  here  that  1  had  no  clue  would  surface. 

20  1  had  no  clue  that  Mr.  Dowless  was  going  to  admit 

21  hiring  the  two--well,  one  that  he  admitted  hiring--that 

22  were--in  fact  witnessed  three  or  four  of  the  ballots  where 

23  the  folks  could  not  vote  because  they--when  they  got  to  the 

24  polls,  they  were  turned  away. 

25  MR.  MALCOLM:  Are  you  talking  about  the 


232 


1  three  individuals,  the  family,  the  Baldwin? 

2  MR.  REGISTER:  Correct,  the  Baldwins  and  the 

3  Heather  Register. 

4  MR.  MALCOLM:  Is  that  the  first  time  you've 

5  heard  that,  today,  during  this  earlier  hearing  that  that 

6  individual  worked  directly  for  him? 

7  MR.  REGISTER:  Not  at  all.  It's  very  well 

8  known.  In  Bladen  County  it's  very  well  known  around-- 

9  MR.  MALCOLM:  Well,  we're  going  to  help, 

10  hopefully,  getting  to  the  bottom  of  some  of  that  stuff,  sir. 

11  MR.  REGISTER:  I  hope  so.  I  hope  so.  He's 

12  very  well  known  in  the  political  world  there. 

13  MS.  AMOROSO:  Are  you  a  sitting  elected 

14  official  at  this  point?  Are  you  currently  a  sitting 

15  official? 

16  MR.  REGISTER:  No,  ma'am.  If  I  won,  I 

17  wouldn't  be  protesting. 

18  MS.  AMOROSO:  You  wouldn't.  No,  no,  no,  you 

19  were--let  me  rephrase  my  question.  Have  you  been  an  elected 

20  official  in  the  past  in  Bladen? 

21  MR.  REGISTER:  No,  ma'am. 

22  MS.  AMOROSO:  So  this  is  your  first  run  for 

23  office? 


24 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

Yes ,  ma ' am . 

25 

MS  . 

AMOROSO : 

Okay.  Thank  you 
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1  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY;  I'm  sorry,  I'm  just  reading 


2 

some  of  these  letters. 

3 

MR.  SNIDER: 

Could  I  ask  a  question? 

4 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

Yes  . 

5 

MR.  REGISTER: 

This  is  Mr.  Ben  Snider. 

6 

MR.  SNIDER: 

I'm  the  Chairman  of  the 

7 

Democratic  Party. 

8 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

Come  on  up,  sir. 

9 

MR.  SNIDER: 

I  used  to  be  a-- 

10 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

For  Bladen  County? 

11 

MR.  SNIDER: 

Yes  . 

12 

( Whereupon , 

13 

BEN  SNIDER, 

14 

having  first  been 

duly  sworn,  was 

15 

examined  and  testi 

f ied  as  follows : ) 

16 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

And  you  are,  again,  for 

the 

17 

record? 

18 

MR.  SNIDER: 

Ben  Snider,  Bladen  County 

19 

party  chair . 

20 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

Thank  you,  Mr.  Snider. 

21 

MR.  SNIDER: 

Of  the  Democratic  Party. 

22 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

All  right . 

23 

MR.  SNIDER: 

I  know--I  know--I  asked 

the 

24  question  at  the  preliminary  hearing  down  in  Bladen  County 
that  resulted  in  the  dismissal.  After  that  I  asked  what 


25 
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1  ballots  they  had  sent  to  this  Board,  and  they  said  they 

2  could  not  answer  that  because  they  had  been  told  not  to  say 

3  anything  about  it. 

4  And  so  I  had  no  way  of  discovering  what  ballots 

5  involving  Ms.  Croom  and  Mr.  Mathis,  whether  you  had  those 

6  or  not.  I  don't  think  there's  any  way  you  can  decide  this 

7  without  those  ballots,  because  there's  three  complaints  that 

8  involve  those  same  people,  all  of  which  were  sent  up  to  the 

9  State,  and  I  understand  there's  an  investigation  going  on 

10  with  those  ballots  too. 

11  So  my  question  is,  if  you  don't  have  those,  then 

12  you  don't  really  know  what's  going  on  as  far  as  that  part 

13  of  it's  concerned.  The  absentee  ballots,  you  have  one  which 

14  the  absentee  ballot  went  to  a  post  office  box,  and  that's 

15  the  Register  ballot,  and  they--when  they  went  to  vote,  they 

16  weren't  allowed  to  vote,  and  they  weren't  given  a 

17  provisional,  and  so  the  ballot,  the  absentee  ballot,  we 

18  haven't  been  able  to  look  at  that  either,  that  particular 

19  absentee  ballot. 

20  And  then  you  have  Ms.  Baldwin  which  that  one  got 

21  overdone  today,  and  there's  no  reason  for  me  to  repeat  that, 

22  and  then  there  was  Ms.  Register  who  is  his  mother  who  filed 

23  a  complaint  because  someone,  a  white  woman  which  later 

24  turned  out  to  be  Ms.  Croom,  came  to  her  house  and  told  her 

25  she  was  from  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections  and  there 


235 


1  to  assist  in  taking  absentee  ballots  if  somebody  wanted  to 

2  vote. 

3  So  you  have  three  incidents  of  what  probably 

4  should  be,  if  not  fraud,  at  least  breaking  several  laws. 

5  And  so  that's  why  Ken  is  here  asking  that  all  those  ballots 

6  be  thrown  out  because  of  these  incidents,  and  they're  the 

7  same  people.  That's  all  I  have. 

8  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  How  many  ballots  are  we 

9  talking  about? 


10 

MR. 

SNIDER: 

He  said  108. 

11 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

This  is  this  commissioners 

12 

race  of  partisan  and  nonpartisan  race? 

13 

MR. 

SNIDER: 

It's  partisan. 

14 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

Okay  . 

15 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

108  . 

16 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

So  even  if  we  threw  those 

-- 

17 

hypothetically  if  this  Board 

was  to  throw  all  those  out 

,  did 

18 

I  hear  you  right,  that  you're 

down  by  400  votes? 

19 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

Yes ,  sir . 

20 

MS  . 

AMOROSO : 

It  was  433  . 

21 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

So  433. 

22 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

So  how  would  that  affect 

the 

23 

outcome  ? 

24 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

That  along  with--there  '  s 

two 

25 

portions  of — 

that  along  with 

the  possible  error  in  the 

early 
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1  voting  with  the  memory  stick  issue;  that  together--!  think 

2  the  early  voting  should  substantiate  it,  but  that  alone  is 

3  about  a  hundred  and--what'd  he  say,  108  votes,  that's  216 

4  votes  . 

5  MR.  MALCOLM:  You're  not  asking  for  us  to 

6  throw  out  any  votes.  You're  just  asking  for  a  recount;  is 

7  that  right? 

8  MR.  REGISTER:  1  would  be  satisfied  for  a 

9  recount  because  if  the  recount--if  the  recount,  the  hand- 


10 

eye  count 

didn't  indicate  the 

far — you  know,  the 

di f  f erence 

11 

then-- 

12 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

Where  did  you  get 

your  number 

13 

108? 

14 

MR 

.  REGISTER: 

That  was  what  she 

was  -  - 

15 

reported 

in  . 

District - 

16 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

She  who? 

17 

MR 

.  REGISTER: 

My--I  thought  it  was  my 

18 

position . 

That  is  the  absentee  ballots  that-- 

19 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

She  reported  it  to 

-- 

20 

MR 

.  REGISTER: 

--came  in  for  her 

in  District 

21 

3  . 

22 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

And  you're  alleging  all  those 

23 

are-- 

24 

MR 

.  REGISTER: 

Ms.  Croom  and-- 

25 

MR 

.  MALCOLM: 

Mathi s  ? 
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1  MR.  REGISTER:  Yeah,  Mathis  were  the  only 

2  ones  doing  absentee  ballots  in  District  3  for  Mr.  Dowless. 

3  Those  were  the  two  working  district-- 

4  MR.  MALCOLM:  But  you  heard  the  testimony 

5  earlier  from  him.  Do  you  agree  that  there's  nothing  illegal 

6  about  going  out  and  getting  people  to  complete  an  absentee 

7  request? 

8  MR.  REGISTER:  Absolutely,  but  these  three 

9  were--the  signatures  were  forged  on  them. 

10  MR.  MALCOLM:  Those  three.  So  are  you 

11  asking  us  to  leap  from  those  three  to  108? 

12  MR.  REGISTER:  Have  you  got  the  other  108? 

13  That's  what  I'm  asking.  These  have  been  investigated. 

14  MR.  MALCOLM:  Yes,  sir. 

15  MR.  REGISTER:  And  I'm  not  privy  as  well  as 

16  the  county  can't  speak  about  it,  so  if  you  can't  provide  me 

17  with  evidence,  we  have  to  assume  that  the  others  are. 

18  MR.  MALCOLM:  Yes,  sir.  I  appreciate  you 

19  saying  that  that  way.  I  appreciate  you  saying  it  that  way 

20  instead  of--I  appreciate  you  saying  it  that  way.  I  think 

21  that's  an  accurate  way  of  saying  it. 

22  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Is  there  a  representative  of 

23  the  other  candidate  here  or-- 

24  MR.  REGISTER:  No,  sir. 


25 


CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 


--anybody  else  that  wishes  to 
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1  speak? 

2  (No  response) 

3  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Okay.  If  you  could  just  stay 

4  there,  and  Judge,  we'll  start  at  this  end  this  time. 

5  (Laughter) 

6  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  All  right.  Madam  Secretary, 

7  what  are  your  thoughts? 

8  MS.  AMOROSO:  Well,  I  hear  the  issue  about 

9  the  tabulation  issue  and  the  absentee  ballot  mill  situation 

10  that  we've  heard  about  this  morning,  or  this  afternoon,  I 

11  should  say.  I  don't  know  here  that  even  if  we  ordered 

12  another--!!  we  ordered  the  recount,  it  sounds  undeterminate, 

13  but  I  know  he's  not  requesting  a  protest  under  that  section 

14  exactly,  but  I  think  we  can  use  182.12,  so  that's  sort  of 

15  my  preliminary  thoughts  is  that  it's  not  outcome  determinate 

16  at  this  point,  but  I'd  like  to  hear  some  of  the  others.  So 

17  I'll  pass  it  back  down. 

18  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  I  may  be  missing  something, 

19  and  if  I  am--you're  400  votes  behind,  you've  alleged  that 

20  108  votes  are  tainted,  but  I'm  kind  of  missing  the 

21  arithmetic  here,  but-- 

22  MR.  REGISTER:  That  is  one  and  one,  one 

23  problem  with  absentee  votes,  one  problem  with  the  error  in 

24  the  early  voting.  That's  two,  two  different  issues. 

25  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Okay.  So  you're  saying  the 
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1  stick  would  make  up  the  292-- 

2  MR.  REGISTER:  It  may. 

3  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Could. 

4  MR.  REGISTER:  It  very  well  could,  and  I 

5  think  it  would  if  given  the  opportunity  to  make- - sever al 

6  more  than  that. 

7  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  But  you're  asking  for  a 

8  recount  for  your  whole  district. 

9  MR.  REGISTER:  I  want  to  shed  some  light  on 


10 

that.  I 

was  endorsed  by  the 

Bladen  County 

Improvement . 

11 

There  are 

in  the  first  three 

days  of  early 

voting,  out 

of 

12 

that--out 

of  that--1200  is  a 

good  figure. 

75  percent 

13 

minimum  of  those  votes  I  was 

there  from  start  to  finish 

14 

every  day 

.  Those  were  minority  votes.  Minorities 

15 

predominantly  vote  Democrat. 

16 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

And  you ' re  a 

Democrat . 

17 

MR.  REGISTER: 

Absolutely . 

Registered 

18 

Democrat . 

I  do  not  vote  straight  ticket. 

I  vote  for  the 

19 

person,  but  I  am  a  registered 

Democrat.  And  there's  a 

lot 

20 

of  evidence.  I'm  not  here  just  going  and 

saying  I  lost 

by 

21 

400;  I'd 

like  a  second  chance 

.  That ' s  not 

the  case. 

22 

There ' s  a 

lot  more  evidence. 

but  I'd  like 

to  get  you  home 

23 

before  12 

o'clock. 

24 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

Mr .  Malcolm . 

25 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

I  apologize 

on  behalf  of 
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1  Bladen  County  Board  and  this  Board  that  some  of  your 

2  concerns  couldn't  be  answered  down  at  the  county  level 

3  because  this  Board  exercises  authority  to  grant  the  Bladen 

4  County  matters. 

5  I  want  to  apologize  that  you've  been  really--the 


6 

reason 

I 

said 

I  appreciate 

your 

other  comments,  because 

7 

you ' ve 

been  in 

the  lurch. 

and  that ' s  not  the  way  that ' s 

8 

supposed 

to  be 

9 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

I 

understand . 

10 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

But  also  what  I  said  earlis 

11  I  meant  those  things.  It's  my  sincere  hope  that  the  matter 

12  we  just  referred  to  earlier  which  we've  ref erred--and  I'll 

13  say  this,  we've  referred  matters  before,  and  not  to  be  ugly, 

14  I  believe  some  of  those  matters  should  have  led  to  people 

15  being  prosecuted. 


16 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

Absolutely . 

17 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

They  did  not.  I  can't 

18 

control,  this 

Board  can ' t 

control  local  district  attorneys 

19 

and  we  can ' t 

control  the  U 

.S.  Attorney's  Office. 

20 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY 

:  Or  the  SBI . 

21 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Or  the  SBI,  in  that  case; 

22  you're  exactly  right,  because  that  was  part  of  the  problem 

23  with  the  matter  that  I  made  the  motion--and  I'll  say  it  on 

24  the  record;  I  made  the  motion  for  Robeson  County.  It's  my 

25  belief  it  got  stuck  between  the  local  district  attorney  and 
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1  the  SBI. 


2 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

Can  1  make 

a  statement  real 

3 

quick?  And  1 

'll  go  j  ust-- 

4 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Sure  . 

5 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

--that  you 

added  with  the 

6  previous  protest.  You  asked  Mr.  Dowless  who  contacted  him 

7  when  he--how  did  he  learn  about  Ms.  Register  and  Ms. 

8  Baldwin's  complaints.  He  stated  to  you  that  Ms.  Cynthia 

9  Shaw  contacted  him. 

10  That  is  another  reason  that  I'm  requesting  this 

11  hand-eye  count  after  the  problem  at  early  voting  was  because 

12  she  also  was  the  individual  that  made  the  mistake  to  have 

13  this  memory  stick  replaced,  swapped  out. 


14 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

Yes , 

sir. 

15 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

So  . 

16 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

And 

what  I  was  going  to--what 

17  1  can't  do  is  despite,  you  know,  your  perception  of  what 

18  should  have  happened--and  1  appreciate  you  acknowledging 

19  that  you're  endorsed;  there's  things--!  think  that's  a  good 

20  way  of  presenting  that.  If  1  were  you,  I'd  say  the  same 

21  thing.  1  need  more,  and  1  think  the  Board  needs  more.  We 

22  need  some  evidence. 

23  You  know,  your  belief  that  something  happened 

24  doesn't  get  us,  in  my  opinion,  over  the  threshold  to  order 

25  a  recount.  That's  just  me.  I'm  just  one  of  five.  I'm  just 
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1  one  of  five,  sir. 

2  I  respect  you  coming  here  today  and  regardless  of 

3  the  outcome  I  look  forward  to  seeing  your  name  on  another- 

4  -in  a  newspaper  in  the  near  future. 

5  MR.  REGISTER:  I  appreciate  that.  My  whole 

6  argument  was  there's  not  proof  that  it  didn't;  there's  no 

7  one  that  the  Board,  the  County  Board  to  challenge  to  say  and 

8  prove  that  there  was  not  a  glitch  or  not  an  error  with  that 

9  swap,  and  it  is--when  it's  been  said  that  it's  possible,  why 

10  can't  we  eliminate  that  curiosity? 

11  What  is  it  going  to  hurt?  We've  wasted  county  tax 

12  dollars  in  worse  ways  than  that.  So  I  don't  feel--I  think 

13  we  should--we  would  be  doing  the  Bladen  County  voters  a 

14  justice  to  see,  instead  of-- 

15  (Electronic  broadcast  interruption.) 


16 

MR. 

MALCOLM: 

I  have  no 

idea  . 

I  apologize 

17 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

--instead 

of  not 

proving 

18  beyond  a  reasonable  goal  or  doubt  that  that  which  did  in 

19  fact  possibly  tell  us  voter  error. 

20  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Dr.  Kricker. 

21  DR.  KRICKER:  Well,  I'm  in  sympathy  with 

22  what  you're  saying.  However,  you  know,  again,  as  far  as  I 

23  can  see,  very  standard  procedures  were  followed  by  the 

24  county.  We're  going  to  have  in  pretty  much  any  election 

25  difficulties  with  equipment,  and  what  we  want  to  see,  of 


243 


1  course,  is  indications  that  these  are  not  losing  votes  or 

2  somehow  ending  up  with  more  votes  than  what  we  started  with, 

3  and  what  the  Board  essentially  said  was  the  number  of 

4  ballots  counted  in  the  memory  stick  matched  the  number  of 

5  voters  . 

6  MR.  REGISTERED:  Where  has  that  been--where  has 

7  that  been  proven?  Have  you  seen  evidence  of  that? 

8  DR.  KRICKER:  The  Board,  when  they  did  their 

9  reconciliation,  they  match  the  applications  to  vote,  which 

10  are  paper  applications  filled  out  and  signed  by  the  voters, 

11  and  they  have  those,  and  they  count  those  and  they  match  it 

12  against  the  number  on  the  machine. 

13  MR.  REGISTER:  Does  the  State  have  a 

14  reconciliation  like  on  hand? 

15  DR.  KRICKER:  I  believe  the  State-- 

16  MR.  REGISTER:  Can  we  take  a  look  at  it? 

17  DIRECTOR  STRACH:  The  County  performs  a 

18  reconciliation  after  each  night,  but  one  of  the  things  that 

19  we  can  tell  is  we  can  see  how  many  ballots  have  been  voted 

20  and  compare  that  to  voter  history  which  is  the  scanning  of 

21  the  ATV  that  Dr.  Kricker's  talking  about.  That's  a  way  of 

22  seeing  do  the  number  of  votes  match  the  number--the  total 

23  that  we  show  showed  up  today. 


24 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

Okay  . 

25 

DR. 

KRICKER: 

So  basically  those  match. 

The 
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1  number  are  correct.  There's  no  evidence  from  anyone  that 

2  changing  out  a--either  a  memory  stick  or  any  kind  of  mobile 

3  memory  source  is  going  to  change  the  number  of  votes  for  a 

4  specific  candidate,  is  going  to  change  the  results  of  a 

5  race. 

6  MR.  REGISTER:  Let's  say  a  specific 

7  candidate.  It  could  change  for  all. 

8  DR.  KRICKER:  Or  change  for  all  of  them 

9  without  changing  the  numbers  of  voters.  I  just  don't  see 

10  where  there's  any  evidence  for  that. 

11  MR.  REGISTER:  Do  you  see  where  there's 

12  evidence  that  it  didn't? 

13  DR.  KRICKER:  Well,  I  think  that  it's  harder 

14  to  prove--this  is  a  standard  procedure  where  if  you  have  a 

15  problem  with  the  memory  stick,  you  get  a  new  one,  and  they 

16  looked  through  the  ballots.  They  got  the  expected  count. 

17  I  just  don't  see  the  evidence  that--there ' s  no 

18  evidence  presented  and  no  evidence  that  this  process  would 

19  do  what  you  say.  We  can  speculate  it  could've  done 

20  anything;  anything  could've  happened. 

21  MR.  REGISTER:  But  you  can  eliminate  that 

22  speculation  with  a  hand  count. 

23  DR.  KRICKER:  Except  that,  again,  you  know, 

24  we're  using  up  resources,  and  it  cannot  be  that  every  time 

25  a  candidate  loses  an  election,  that  we  go  through  these 
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1  extra  processes  when  we  have  so  many  safeguards. 


2 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

Well,  let  me  ask  you 

,  why 

3 

don ' t  you 

take 

a  chance  and  do  it  and  prove  in  the 

future 

4 

that  it's 

not 

necessary  to 

do  it.  If  you  have  got 

cases 

5 

where  you 

haven't  done  it 

in  the  past-- 

6 

DR. 

KRICKER: 

I  believe-- 

7 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

--why  not? 

8 

DR. 

KRICKER: 

--the  law  says  there 

must  be 

9 

good  and 

substantial  reason  to  do  a  recount,  that 

there  must 

10 

be  some  evidence-- 

11 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

A  problem-- 

12 

DR. 

KRICKER: 

--instead  of  a  speculation. 

13 

and  that ' 

s  the 

difficulty 

here  . 

14 

MR. 

REGISTER: 

I'm  not  speculating 

where 

15  there  weren't  error.  If  I  were  standing  here  and  saying 

16  there  was  no  error,  but  I  would  like  a  recount  because  I 

17  lost  by  400  votes,  by  400  votes,  totally  different. 

18  There  was  error  here  on  the  county  elections  part, 

19  Board  of  Elections.  On  the  direct--if  there's  one  competent 

20  person  on  a  board,  it  should  be  at  minimum  the  director. 

21  That--it  wasn't  a  board  member  that  was  lack  of  being-- 

22  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Okay,  I  want  to  give  the  Judge 

23  a  chance  to  talk. 

24  JUDGE  BAKER:  I  won't  take  very  long,  sir. 

25  I've  heard  the  argument  about  the  108  votes  that,  as  I 
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1  understand  it,  that  were  presented  by  the.  I'll  call,  any 

2  allegations  of  impropriety  intended,  the  Groom  and  Mathis 

3  mill--I  think  it's  been  referred  to  in  those  terms  before- 

4  -to  be  108  votes,  then  there's  the  memory  stick  tabulations 

5  that  I've  heard  about,  but  I  really  haven't  heard  anything 

6  about  any  problem  that  really  that  caused. 

7  It  was  an  irregularity,  but  we  know  a  lot  of 

8  things  still  about  that.  We  know--well,  we  have  no  evidence 

9  that  there  was  any  difference  in  numbers,  between  the  voted 

10  and  end  result. 

11  For  us  to  assume  then  that  there  was  a  problem 

12  with  the  memory  tabulations,  we  also  would  have  to  assume 

13  since  that  it  not  before  us,  that  somehow  the  number  would 

14  stay  the  same  but  the  vote  itself  would  be  changed  somehow 

15  within-- 

16  (Feedback  on  PA  system) 

17  JUDGE  BAKER:  The  burden  of  proof  for  us  to 

18  take  action  I  think  has  to  be  more  than  there's  not  proof 

19  that  there  wasn't  an  error.  If  that  was  the  proof,  we  would 

20  have  to  do  every  precinct  in  every  county  of  the  state.  I 

21  mean  there  has  to  be  a  showing  to  us  pursuant  to  the 

22  statutes  that  there  was  a  problem. 

23  My  problem  on  this  Board  is  that  I'm  trying  to 

24  follow  these  statutes  as  closely  as  I  can,  and  sometimes 

25  obviously  it's  not  a  very  popular  thing  to  do.  But  I  can't 
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see  a  reason  to  order  a  recount.  I'm  sorry. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Mr.  Register,  I'll  give  you 

one  minute  to  summarize  and  then  we're  done. 


MR.  REGISTER: 


I  have  nothing  else  to  say. 


CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Thank  you. 


MR.  REGISTER: 


I'll  get  you  home  like  you're 


wanting  to  go . 


CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Do  I  have  a  motion? 


DR.  KRICKER: 


I  have  a  motion  to  dismiss  the 


protest  for  lack  of  evidence  of  any  irregularities,  any 
difficulty  that  would  change  the  outcome  of  the  election. 
CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Do  I  have  a  second? 


JUDGE  BAKER: 


Second . 


CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Any  discussion? 

(No  response) 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  All  in  favor  say  aye. 

(Unanimous  vote  in  favor.) 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Opposed,  no. 

(No  response) 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Motion  carries  unanimously. 

All  right,  there's  one  final  thing  on  the  agenda. 
Consideration  of  demand  for  mandatory  recount.  I'll  ask 
Madam  Executive  Director  to  walk  us  through  that. 

DIRECTOR  STRACH:  As  we  talked  about  the 


canvass,  we're  trying  to  shoot  the  canvass  for  Friday.  And 
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1  currently  we  only  have  Bladen  County  that  has  not  canvassed, 

2  and  we've  got  the  Durham  County  recount  of  the  one-stop 

3  sites  that  is  currently  going  on  now. 

4  As  soon  as  that  is  complete,  whatever  the  results 

5  are  at  the  time,  we'll  need  to  open  it  up  for  any  candidate 

6  that's  eligible  for  a  recount  to  request  that.  My  hope  is 

7  that  Durham  can  wrap  theirs  up  by  Monday  at  7:00,  then  we'll 

8  have  that,  and  then  if  there  is  a  candidate  that  is  still 

9  eligible  in  this  jurisdiction  which  would  be  a  statewide  or 

10  something  that's  mul t i -di s t r i c t ,  that  you'll  open  that  up 

11  and  schedule  the  recounts  to  happen  as  quickly  as  possible. 

12  So  that's  just  sort  to  give  you  a  status  of  where 

13  we  are  and  what  our  hopes  and  expectations  are  as  to  try  to 

14  wrap  this  up  this  week. 

15  And  I  will  tell  you  that  you  have  received  and 

16  Veronica  Degr a f f enr eid- - y ou  have  received  a  request  from  the 

17  Durham  County  Board  of  Elections  to  extend  the  deadline  from 

18  Monday.  Veronica  has  been  there,  and  she  will  be  there 

19  through  the  continuation  of  the  counting  of  the  ballots. 

20  I  have  told  Chairman  Bill  Brian  that  if  all  of 

21  the  good  efforts  happened  and  they  needed  an  extension,  that 

22  we  would  address  it  at  that  time,  but  I  said  my  good  will 

23  was  not  enough.  So  I  will  let  you  know  that  if  you  wanted 

24  to  act  on  that,  that's  certainly  something  you  could  do. 

25  MR.  MALCOLM:  I  think  without--correct  me 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


if  I'm  wrong--the  order  that  this  Board  signed  the  other  day 
did  not  give  a  specific  deadline  for  them  to  complete  a 
recount  and  that  we  somewhat  delegated  that  to  you  to  get 
it  done. 


That  seven  o'clock-- 

It  did  say  7:00.  I'm  sorry. 


CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

The  Board  did  say  7:00. 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  I  stuck  that  in. 

MR.  MALCOLM:  Do  we  need  to--yeah,  I  like 

that.  I  mean  obviously  just  from  a  few  articles, 
everybody's  under  a  lot  of  pressure.  My  daughter's  in  here, 
so  I'm  not  going  to  say  it.  Everybody's  under  a  lot  of 
pressure  to  get  a  lot  of  things  done,  and  I  think  this  Board 
should  fully  authorize  you  to  get  it  done  because  we  need 
to  do  what  we're  supposed  to  to  finish  this  election  by  the 
9th  unless  someone  dutifully  requests  a  recount  and  it 
extends  it.  That's  just  my  opinion  Mr.  Chairman.  I  don't 
think  we  need  to  be  involved  in  it. 


CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Well,  my  order  stands  at  seven 

o'clock  Monday.  And  if  we  need  to  reiterate  that  to  them, 
but  I  am  not  up  for  an  extension  because  it  needs  to  be 
done ,  and  I'll-- 

DIRECTOR  STRACH:  We're  going  to  do  everything 

we  can  to  provide  them  whatever  assistance  they  need,  so 
they'll  meet  that  deadline. 
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1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 


1 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

Well,  that's  right. 

and  I 

2 

think  we 

need  to  -- 

3 

DIRECTOR  STRACH: 

Veronica . 

4 

MS.  DEGRAFFENREID 

:  Yes  . 

5 

DIRECTOR  STRACH: 

And  Veronica  can  pr 

obably  give 

6 

us  a-- 

7 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

Yeah,  please,  Veron 

ica  . 

8 

DIRECTOR  STRACH: 

She ' s  been  there  al 

1  day . 

9 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

Yeah,  I  would  love 

to  hear 

0 

some  good 

news  . 

1 

MS.  DEGRAFFENREID 

:  We  were  able  to  cou 

nt  almost 

2 

20,000  ballots  today  in  Durham  County  between  1:0 

0  and 

3 

approximately  six  o'clock. 

with  breaks,  maybe  abo 

ut  four 

4 

hours  of 

counting.  It  averages  about  400  ballots 

every  hour 

5 

on  those 

machines . 

6 

And  so  they're  adding  ten  additional  ma 

chines  . 

7 

That  will 

be  there  tomorrow 

.  We're  going  to  star 

t  counting 

8  about  nine  o'clock  in  the  morning  and  go  until  seven  o'clock 

9  in  the  evening.  There's  every  expectation  that  we  will  be 
0  done,  that  Durham  County  will  be  done  probably  early, 

1  sometime  early  on  Monday  if  not  tomorrow. 

2  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Great. 

3  MS.  DEGRAFFENRE I D ;  It's  my,  you  know,  every 

4  anticipation  that  we'll  be  able--that  they  will  be 

5  meet  the  seven  o'clock  deadline. 


able  to 
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1  MR.  MALCOLM:  What  about  this  issue 

2  supposedly  that  they're  going  to  have  to  hand  tally  every 

3  write-in  ballot  and  it's  going  to  take  36  hours.  Can  you 

4  talk  about-- 

5  MS.  DEGRAFFENRE 1 D ;  That  was  just  confusion  as 

6  we're  going  through  the  process  of  what  they  needed  to  do. 

7  They  will  not  be  handling  any  write-ins.  Those  write-ins 

8  have  already  been  hand  counted.  They're  write-ins.  And  so 

9  this  is  just  completely  machine  tabulation. 

10  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Just  please  make  it  clear  to 

11  them  that  they  do  not  have  an  extension. 

12  MS.  DEGRAFFENREID :  We  will. 

13  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Okay? 

14  MS.  DEGRAFFENREID:  Absolutely. 

15  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Thank  you. 

16  MS.  DEGRAFFENREID:  Thank  you. 

17  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Mr.  General  Counsel,  Madam 

18  Executive  Director,  members  of  the  Board-- 

19  JUDGE  BAKER:  One  thought,  Mr.  Chairman. 

20  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Yes,  sir. 

21  JUDGE  BAKER:  I  would  just  like  to  say  I 

22  don't  think  I've  ever  seen  a  harder  working  group  of  people 

23  than  the  employees  of  the  North  Carolina  State  Board  of 

24  Elections.  It  amazes  me.  They  don't  go  home  very  often. 

25  They  work,  it  seems  like,  seven  days  a  week,  literally. 
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1  literally,  seven  days  a  week. 

2  Hour s - -bu s ine s s  hours  are  a  commodity  and  a  luxury 

3  that  are  not  known.  It  amazes  me  the  work  that  these  people 

4  do,  and  it's  because  they  have  to  do  it.  I'm  so  impressed 

5  with  the  employees  at  the  North  Carolina  State  Board  of 

6  Elections,  and  I  thank  them  for  what  they  do. 

7  CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY:  Well,  I'm  a  witness  to  that 

8  because  I've  been  here  at  some  off  hours  myself  a  good  bit 


9 

lately 

and  I'm  never  alone. 

Okay.  I  will  entertain 

10 

motion 

to  adjourn. 

11 

MR.  MALCOLM: 

So  moved 

12 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

Do  I  have  a  second? 

13 

DR.  KRICKER: 

Second . 

14 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

All  in  favor  say  aye. 

15 

(Unanimous  vote  in  favor) 

16 

CHAIRMAN  WHITNEY: 

Thank  you  everybody. 

17 

18 

19 

20 

( Whereupon , 

the  proceedings 

21 

concluded 

at  7:32  p . m . ) 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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EXHIBIT  Q 


Official  Meeting  Minutes 
State  Board  of  Eiections 
Saturday,  December  3,  2016 


Members  in  attendance 

•  Chairman  Grant  Whitney 

•  Secretary  Rhonda  K.  Amoroso 

•  Mr.  Joshua  Malcolm 

•  Dr.  Maja  Kricker 

•  Mr.  Jim  Baker 

Staff  in  attendance: 

•  Executive  Director  Kim  Strach 

•  General  Counsel  Josh  Lawson 

•  Special  Counsel  Katelyn  Love 

•  Public  Information  Officer  Pat  Gannon 


Call  to  order 

Chair  Whitney  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  approximately  1:  30  p.m. 

Ethical  obligations 

Chair  Whitney,  citing  the  State  Government  Ethics  Act,  North  Carolina  General  Statute  138A-15,  stated 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  every  State  Board  member  to  avoid  conflicts  of  interest  as  much  as  possible,  and  to 
avoid  the  appearance  of  a  conflict.  The  Chair  inquired  whether  any  board  member  has  any  known 
conflict  of  interest  or  appearance  of  conflict  with  respect  to  any  matters  coming  before  the  Board.  No 
conflicts  of  interest  were  reported. 

Preliminary  Consideration  in  re:  Protest  of  Election  by  Leslie  McCrae  Dowless,  Jr. 

Chair  Whitney  noted  that  the  Board  had  assumed  jurisdiction  of  the  Dowless  protest  at 
a  previous  hearing. 

Secretary  Amoroso  made  a  motion  that  the  Board  find  there  to  be  probable  cause  to 
hold  a  full  hearing  on  the  Dowless  protest. 

Motion:  Dr.  Kricker 

Second:  Mr.  Malcolm 
Vote:  Unanimous 


Board  members  heard  arguments  and  rebuttals  from  attorneys  Roger  Knight  and  John 
Branch  representing  the  North  Carolina  Republican  Party,  The  Pat  McCrory  Committee 
and  Mr.  Dowless;  from  attorney  Kevin  Hamilton  representing  the  North  Carolina 
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Democratic  Party  and  the  Roy  Cooper  Campaign;  and  from  attorney  Irv  Joyner, 
representing  the  Bladen  County  Improvement  Association  PAC.  Multiple  witnesses, 
including  the  protestor,  McCrae  Dowless,  were  sworn  in,  and  over  the  course  of  the 
hearing  were  questioned  and  cross-examined.  The  hearing  was  interrupted  by  a  brief 
recess  between  3:51  p.m.  and  4:19  p.m. 

At  approximately  6:45  p.m..  Board  member  Joshua  Malcom  made  a  motion  that  the 
protest  from  Bladen  County  by  the  individuals  represented  by  Mr.  Branch  and  Mr. 
Knight  be  dismissed  because  there  is  not  substantial  evidence  of  a  violation  of  election 
law  or  other  irregularity  or  misconduct  sufficient  to  cast  doubt  on  the  results  of  the 
election. 

Motion:  Mr.  Malcolm 
Second:  Judge  Baker 

Vote:  3  votes  in  favor  carried  the  motion,  with  Chair  Whitney  and  Secretary 

Amoroso  voting  in  opposition. 

Mr.  Malcolm  made  a  motion  that  the  State  Board  gather  and  prepare  to  make 
immediately  available  to  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  North 
Carolina  any  and  all  information  in  our  possession,  notes  and  otherwise,  regarding  the 
election  that  took  place  in  Bladen  County,  North  Carolina,  concerning  the  federal 
election  for  November  8,  2016. 

Motion:  Mr.  Malcolm 
Second:  Secretary  Amoroso 

Vote:  Unanimous  in  favor 

In  re  Protest  of  Kenneth  Register 

Kenneth  Register,  Jr.,  who  was  a  candidate  for  district  3  county  commissioner  in  Bladen 
County,  presented  an  appeal  from  the  dismissal  of  his  protest  by  Bladen  County  Board 
of  Elections.  Mr.  Register  noted  that  the  state's  investigation  into  the  controversy  over 
absentee  ballots  in  Bladen  County  had  resulted  in  the  Bladen  County  Board  of  Elections 
advising  that  they  could  not  consider  matters  involved  in  that  investigation  without 
compromising  investigation  efforts,  which  in  turn  deprived  Mr.  Register  of  the 
opportunity  to  gather  evidence  in  support  of  his  protest.  Mr.  Register  further  asserted 
that  the  suspected  criminal  activity  with  absentee  ballots  that  were  discussed  in  the 
previous  Dowless  hearing  should  be  considered  to  support  his  claim  that  irregularities 
sufficient  to  change  taint  the  result  of  the  election  had  occurred.  Mr.  Register  also 
stated  that  the  county  board  had  erred  by  rejecting  his  allegations  that  technical 
malfunctions  involving  a  "memory  stick"  could  have  resulted  in  lost  or  switched  votes, 
which  in  turn  may  have  altered  the  actual  results  of  the  election.  Mr.  Register  also 
asserted  that  any  technical  "glitch"  in  the  tabulation  of  votes  should  compel  a  hand-eye 
recount. 

Board  members  expressed  sympathy  with  Mr.  Register's  argument  but  noted  that  the 
absentee  ballots  in  question  numbered  far  below  the  margin  of  his  loss,  and  that 
speculation  about  the  possibility  of  error  created  by  a  technical  malfunction  was  not 
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sufficient  to  compel  the  remedy  of  a  recount. 


Dr.  Kricker  made  a  motion  to  dismiss  the  protest  for  lack  of  evidence  of  any  irregularities 
or  any  difficulty  that  would  change  the  outcome  of  the  election. 

Motion:  Dr.  Kricker 
Second:  Mr.  Baker 
Vote:  Unanimous 

Consideration  of  demands  for  mandatory  recount  pursuant  to  G.S.  163-182. 7(c) 

Executive  Director  Strach  reviewed  the  status  of  canvass  efforts  yet  to  be  completed  by 
Bladen  County  and  a  recount  effort  by  Durham  County  and  noted  that  upon  completion 
of  those  efforts,  any  candidate  eligible  for  a  recount  could  request  one.  Director  Strach 
also  reported  that  she  had  received  a  request  from  the  Durham  County  Board  of 
Elections  to  extend  their  deadline  for  completion  of  recount. 

Chair  Whitney  stated  that  his  order  that  Durham  complete  the  canvass  by  7  p.m.  on 
Monday,  December  5,  remained  in  effect. 

Adjournment. 

In  response  to  a  statement  from  Chair  Whitney  that  he  would  entertain  a  motion  to 
adjourn,  Mr.  Malcolm  made  a  motion  that  the  board  adjourn. 

Motion:  Mr.  Malcolm 
Second:  Dr.  Kricker 
Vote:  Unanimous 
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